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highlights 


EDUCATIONAL  WORKSHOPS  ON  HOW  TO 
USE  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

OFR  announces  workshop  to  be  held  in  Seattle,  Wash¬ 
ington,  3—30  and  3—31—77. 


PART  I: 


FEDERAL  SUPPLY  SERVICE 
GSA  prescribes  policies  and  methods  on  the  utilization, 
donation  artd  disposal  of  abandorted  and  forfeited  per¬ 
sonal  property;  comments  by  4-15-77 .  15080 

TELEVISION  ADVERTISING 

FTC  rejects  guide  prohibiting  advertising  viewed  by 
children  containing  premium  offers  with  the  purchase  of 
various  products .  15069 


PUBLIC  RECORDS 

Library  of  Congress/Copyright  Office  regulations  on 
recording  of  notices  of  identity  and  signal  carriage 
complement  required  to  be  m^e  by  cable  systems; 
effective  3-18-77 .  15065 

MEDICAID  . 

HEW/SRS  adopts  standards  for  service  in  interntediate 
care  facilities  for  the  mentally  retarded;  effective 
4-18-77  .  15063 

RAILROAD  REVITALIZATION  AND  REGULATORY 
REFORM  ACT  OF  1976 

DOT/FRA  schedules  meeting  4-5-77  to  discuss  pro¬ 
posed  evaluation  standards .  15084 

METRIC  CONVERSION  ACT  OF  1975 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation  pro¬ 
poses  the  use  of  metric  system  of  measurement  for  1977 
navigation  season;  comments  by  4-18-77 .  15077 

OVERTIME  SERVICES 

USOA/APHIS  amends  commuted  fraveltime  allowances 
for  inspection  services  relating  to  imports  and  exports; 
effective  3-18-77 .  15055 

PRIVACY  ACT 

DOD/AF  proposes  to  amend  systems  of  records;  com¬ 
ments  by  4—16-77 .  15076 

Justice  proposes  exemption  of  records  systems  (2  docu¬ 
ments):  comments  by  ^18-77 . 15072, 15075 

Justice  notice  on  systems  of  records  (3  documents) . 15146, 

15149, 15151 


reminders 


(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  complied  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  Mj  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  pablicatlon.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


FCC — Radio  broadcast  services;  noncom¬ 
mercial  educational  FM  Channel  in 
Mission  Viejo,  Calif,  changes  made  in 
table  of  assignments . 9021;  2-14-77 


List  of  Public  Laws 


This  is  a  continuing  numerical  listing  of 
public  bills  which  have  become  law,  together 


with  the  law  number,  the  title,  the  date  of 
approval,  and  the  VS.  Statutes  citation.  The 
list  is  kept  current  In  the  Federal  Register 
and  copies  of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from 
the  VS.  Government  Printing  Office. 

S.  776 . Pub.  L  95-11 

To  dedicate  the  canal  and  towpath  of  the 
Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal  National 
Historical  Park  to  Justice  William  O. 
Douglas,  and  for  other  purposes. 
(Mar.  15.  1977;  91  Stat.  21) 

Price;  $.35 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR  - 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

HEW/FDA 

HEW/ FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day  . 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  For  questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  please  see  the  list  of  telephone  numbers 
appearing  on  opposite  page. 


Published  daily,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays.  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  ^rvlce.  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C.. 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  ( 1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 

»»  ^  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U£.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 


Questions  and  requests  for  specific  infornf)atioh  may  be  directed  to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries 
may  be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  Daily  Issue: 

Subscriptions  and  distribution .  202-783-3238 

“Dial  •  a  •  Regulation"  (recorded  202-523-5022 


summary  of  highlighted  docu¬ 
ments  appearing  in  next  day’s 
issue). 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  523-5220 

publication. 

Copies  of  documents  appearing  in  523-5240 

the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections .  523-5286 

Public  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  "How  To  Use  the  523-5282 

Federal  Register." 

(Me  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)..  523-5266 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents....  523-5235 

Index  .  523-5235 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers .  523-5237 

Slip  Laws .  523-5237 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large .  523-5237 

Index  .  523-5237 

U.S.  Government  Manual .  523-5230 

Automation  .  523-5240 

Special  Projects .  523-5240 


HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


YELLOWFIN  TUNA 

Commerce/ NOAA  reschedules  hearing  for  3-22-77; 


comments  extended  to  3-28-77 .  15085 

EXPLOSIVE  MATERIALS 

Treasury/ ATF  publishes  1977  list .  15162 


POSTSECONDARY  EDUCATION 

HEW/OE  announces  closing  date  of  3-22-77  for  receipt 

of  information  on  establishment  of  state  commissions....  15145 

NATURAL  GAS  ACT  OF  1977 

FPC  issues  supplemental  orders  (2  documents)....  15132,  15133 

PUBLIC'  DISCLOSURE  OF  ORDERS  INITIATING 
INFORMAL  INVESTIGATIONS 

CAB  adopts  regulations;  effective  4-17-77 .  15062 

MEETINGS— 

CAB:  3-22-77 . .♦. .  15115 

CEQ:  Interagency  Committee  on  Priority  Chemicals 

Testing.  3-24-77 .  15119 

DOD/Secy:  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 

Intelligence,  4-13-77 . *  15119 

EPA;  Study  Group  on  Mutagenicity  Testing  of  the 
Science  Advisory  Boards  Environmental  Health 

Advisory  Committee,  4-7-77 .  15123 

FEA:  Food  Industry  Advisory  Committee,  4-4-77 .  15113 

FMC;  (2  documents);  3-23-77 .  15125 

HEW/OE:  Bilingual  Education,  National  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil  on,  4-3  thru  4-6-77 .  15144 

Women’s  Educational  Programs,  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council,  4-3  thru  4-5-77 .  15145 

FDA:  Clinical  and  Use  Aspects  of  a  Performance 

Standard  for  Microwave  Diathermy,  3-24-77 .  15137 

HSA:  Maternal  and  Child  Health  Research  Grants 

Revi^  Committee,  5-18  thru  5-20-77 .  15130 

NIH:  Commission  for  the  Control  of  Huntington's 
Disease  and  its  Consequences  (2  documents); 

5-3  and  5-10-77 .  15139,  15140 

Secy:  Consulting  Group  on  Welfare  Reform, 

4-8-77 .  15145 


Pharmaceutical  Reimbursement  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  4-27  and  4-28-77 .  15140 

NASA:  Space  Program  Advisory  Council  (SPAC)  Appli¬ 
cations  Committee,  Satellite  Telecommunications 

Subcommittee,  3-25-77 .  15154 

Space  Program  Advisory  Council,  Physical  Sciences 

Committee,  4-14  and  4-15-77 .  15154 

Office  of  the  Special  Representative  for  Trade  Nego¬ 
tiations:  Trade  Negotiations  Advisory  Committee, 

3- 30-77  .  15156 

VA:  Station  Committee  on  Educational  Allowances, 

4- 4-77 . 15164 

AMENDED  MEETING— 

HEW/NIH:  Commission  for  the  Control  of  Hunting¬ 
ton’s  Disease  and  its  Consequences,  4-15-77 .  15139 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS 

HEW/NIH:  Developmental  Therapeutics  Committee, 
3-24-77  .  15140 


PART  II: 

FEDERAL  ELECTIONS 

FEC  transmits  regulations  to  Congress  concerning  Fed¬ 
eral  Election  Campaign  Act  and  publishes  advisory 
opinion  requests  (2  documents) . 15206,  15207 

PART  III: 

ANIMAL  WELFARE  i 

USDA/APHIS  proposes  standards  on  transporting,  han-  < 

dling,  and  care  of  dogs,  cats,  rabbits,  hamsters,  guinea 
pigs,  nonhuman  primates  and  certain  other  warm 
blooded  animals;  comrr>ents  by  4-22-77 .  15209 

PART  IV: 

SPECIAL  WAGE  CERTIFICATES  ^ 

Labor/W&H  proposes  employment  of  patient  workers  in 
hospitals  and  institutions  at  subminimum  wages;  com¬ 
ments  by  4-18-77 .  15223 

ill 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


PART  V: 

TAX  EXEMPTION  OF  OBLIGATIONS  OF  PUBLIC 
HOUSING  AGENCIES 

HUD/FHC  proposes  clarification  of  regulations  (3  docu¬ 
ments):  comments  by  4-5-77 .  15232-15234 


PART  VI: 

FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 

HEW  announces  annual  comprehensive  review  (11  docu¬ 
ments);  comments  by  3-31-77 .  15236-15242 

PART  VII: 

MINIMUM  WAGES 

Labor/ESA  issues  determinations  for  Federal  and  fed¬ 
erally  assisted  construction .  15243 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 

Rules 

Lemons  grown  in  Calif,  and  Ariz__  15061 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service:  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service:  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice:  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

AIR  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 

Proposed  Rules 

Privacy  Act;  implementation -  15076 

ALCOHOL.  TOBACCO  AND  FIREARMS 
BUREAU 

Notices 

Explosives,  commerce  in;  list - 15162 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH  INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Overtime  services  relating  to  im¬ 
ports  and  exports; 

Plants,  commuted  travel  time 

allow'ances _  15055 

Proposed  Rules 

Animal  welfare; 

Transportation,  handling,  care, 
and  treatment  of  animals; 
standards  _  15209 

BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY  HANDI¬ 
CAPPED.  COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE 
FROM 

Notices 

Procurement  list  1977;  additions 


and  deletions,  (3  documents)—  15116 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Rules 

Investigations,  informal  nonpub¬ 
lic;  public  disclosure,  confiden¬ 
tiality  limits _  15062 

Notices 

Meeting _ 15115 

Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Airlines,  Inc _ 15113 

International  Air  Transport 

Association  _ 15114 

Pacific  Overseas  Pares  Investi¬ 
gation  - 15115 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service: 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Com 


mission  _ _  15053 

National  Transportation  Safety 

Board _  15053 

Treasury  Department -  15053 

Notices 

Noncareer  executive  assignments: 

Commerce  Department - 15115 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 

Department  - 15115 

Small  Business  Administration.  15115 


COMMERCE  DEPARIMENT 

See  National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration. 

COPYRIGHT  OFFICE,  LIBRARY  OF 
CONGRESS 

Rules 

Copyright  owners  and  broadcast¬ 
ing  entities: 

Cable  systems;  recording  of  no¬ 
tices  of  identity  and  signal 
carriage  complement -  15065 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Air  Force  Department. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Science  Board  Task  Force  on  In¬ 
telligence  _  15119 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 

Notices 

Applications  and  proposals,  clos¬ 
ing  dates : 

Bilingual  education  program _ 15143 

Environmental  education  pro¬ 


gram  _  15143 

Follow  through  program _ 15144 

Committees;  establishment,  re¬ 
newals,  etc.; 

State  Postsecondary  Education 

Commissions _  15145 

Meetings : 

Bilingual  Education  National 

Advisory  Coimcil _  15144 

Women’s  Educational  Programs 
National  Advisory  Council—  15145 


EMPLOYMENT  AND  TRAINING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Developmental  grant  awards, 
availability: 

Labor  market  problems /issues 
concerning  Hispanic  Ameri¬ 
cans,  conceptual  research _ 15151 

Employment  transfer  and  business 
competition  determinations;  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  applications-  15151 


EMPLOYMENT  STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and 
federally  -assisted  construction ; 
general  wage  determination  de¬ 
cisions.  modifications,  and  su¬ 
persedeas  decisions _  15243 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Proposed  Rules 

Marine  sanitation  device  stand¬ 
ards: 

Minnesota _  15079 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Environmental  Health  Advisory  • 
Committee  Study  Group  on 


Mutagenicity  Testing _ 15123 

Pesticide  chemicals;  tolerance,  ex¬ 
emptions.  etc.;  petitions: 

Shell  Chemical  Co _  15119 

Pesticide  registration;  data  to  be 
considered  in  support  of  appli¬ 
cations  (2  documents) _ 15119, 

15121 


ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  COUNCIL 
Notices 

Environmental  impact  statements; 


availability  _ 15116 

Meetings; 

Priority  Chemicals  Testing  In¬ 
teragency  Committee _ 15119 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 

COMMISSION 

Rules 

FM  broadcast  stations:  table  of 
assignments: 

Wyoming _  15065 

Proposed  Rules 

FM  broadcast  stations:  table  of 
assignments: 

West  Virginia _  15084 

Notices 

Cable  television: 

Syndicated  program  exclusivity 
rules;  extension  of  time  for 


comments  _ 15124 

FM  broadcast  applications  ready 
and  available  for  processing - 15124 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Federal  Election  Campaign  Act; 

implementation _  15206 

Notices 

Advisory  opinion  request _  15207 


iv 
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CONTENTS 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Appeals  and  applications  for  ex¬ 
ceptions,  etc.;  cases  filed  with 
Exceptions  and  Appeals  Of¬ 
fice: 

List  of  applicants  (8  docu¬ 
ments) _  15087-15110 

Meetings: 

Pood  Industry  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  15113 

FEDERAL  HOUSING  COMMISSIONER- 

OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY 

FOR  HOUSING 

Proposed  Rules 
Low  income  housing: 

Fteancing;  tax  exemption;  ob¬ 
ligations  of  public  housing 


agencies _  15232 

Housing  assistance  payments; 
housing  finance  and  develop¬ 
ment  agencies;  annual  contri¬ 
bution  fee _  15234 

Housing  assistance  pasrments; 
new  construction;  agency  ad¬ 
ministration  fee -  15233 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Environmental  negative  declara¬ 
tions: 

New  York,  Port  of,  free  time  on 
import  containerized  cargo..  15124 


Meeting  (2  documents) _ 15125 

Agreements  filed: 

Oakland,  City  of,  and  Marine 
Terminals  Corp _  15124 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Rules 


Policy  and  interpretations: 

Alaska  Natural  Oas  Transpor¬ 
tation  Act;  operations  and 
procedures  exception _  15063 

Proposed  Rules 

Electric  utilities,  natural  gas  com¬ 
panies,  etc. : 

Editorial  changes;  extension  de¬ 
nied  .  15072 

Sunshine  Act;  implementation; 
extension  of  time _  15072 

Notices 

Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of 
1977;  orders, etc.; 

Tennessee  Oas  Pipeline  Co _ 15132 

Transcontinental  Oas  Pipe  Line 

Corp _ 15133 

Meeting . . 15132 

Meeting;  change  of  subject 

matter  _  15134 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co _ 15125 

Columbia  Oas  Transmission 

Corp _  15126 

Columbia  Oas  Transmission 
Corp.  and  Columbia  Oulf 

Transmission  Co _ 15126 

ColCH-ado  Interstate  Oas  Co _ 15125 

Distrigas  of  Massachusetts 

Corp _ 15126 

Eastern  Shore  Natural  Oas  Co..  15127 

El  Paso  Alaska  Co.,  et  al _ 15127 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co _ 15127 

Oulf  OU  Corp.. . 15128 

High  Island  Offshore  Si^tem _ 15128 


J  <1 J  Enterprises,  Inc - 15129 

Kansas  Power  ft  Light  Co - 15134 

Lac  Vieux  Desert  Riparian  Own¬ 
ers  Association,  Inc.  v.  Wis¬ 
consin  Valley  Improvement 

Co . 15129 

Mississippi  River  Transmission 

Corp  _  15130 

North  Counties  Hydro-Electric 

Co . 15130 

Northern  Natural  Oas  Co _ 15131 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 
Co.  and  Trunkline  Oas  Co...  15131 
South  Carolina  Electric  ft  Oas 

Co  . . 15131 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission 

Corp _  15132 

Transcontinental  Oas  Pipe  Line 
Corp _  15133 


FEDERAL  RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Railroad  Revitalization  and  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Reform  Act;  evaluation 


standards,  meeting -  15084 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Notices 

Apvlications,  etc.: 

Lincoln  National  Co -  15134 

FEDERAL  SUPPLY  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 


Property  management;  utilization, 
donation,  and  disposal  of  aban¬ 
doned  and  forfeited  personal 


property _  15080 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 

Television  advertising,  childrenls 
premiums;  withdrawn _  15069 


FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Animal  drugs: 

Milk  production  increase:  drug 
use;  guideline  availability....  15138 
Committees;  establishment,  re¬ 
newals,  etc.: 

Food  and  Drug  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee _  15138 

Toxicology  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  .  15139 

ORAS  status,  petitions: 

Sodium  sulfate;  withdrawn _ 15138 

Human  drugs: 

Profenil  injection;  approval 

withdrawn _ 15138 

Meetings: 

Microwave  diathermy,  clinical 
use;  performance  standard..  15137 


FOOD  AND  NUTRITION  SERVICE 

Rules 

New  regional  office;  Mountain 
Plains  Region _  15053 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Kootenai  National  Forest,  Plnk- 
ham-Fortlne-Alkall .  Plan¬ 
ning  Unit  Land  Use  Plan, 

Mont _  15086 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

See  also  Federal  Supply  Service. 
Authority  delegati(m: 

Secretary  of  Interior _  15135 

Educational  institutions  and  non¬ 
profit  organizations;  ciurent 
basic  agreements  for  procure¬ 
ment  of  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  _  15135 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration: 
Health  Services  Administration; 
National  Institutes  of  Health; 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ice. 

Notices 

Federal  advisory  committees;  an¬ 
nual  comprehensive  review 


annoimcement: 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Men¬ 
tal  Health  Administration _  15236 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Health 

Office  _  15240 

Disease  Control  Center _  15236 

Education  Division _  15237 

Food  and  Drug  Administrati<m.  15237 
Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion  _ _ 15238 

Health  Services  Administration.  15238 

Human  Development  Office _  15241 

National  Institutes  of  Health..  15239 

Secretary  Office _  15241 

Social  Security  Administration.  15242 
Meetings: 

Pharmaceutical  Reimbursement 

Advisory  Committee _ 15140 

Welfare  Reform  Consulting 

Group _  15145 

Nondiscrimination  on  basis  of  sex; 
assurance  of  compliance,  form 
submission _  15141 


HEALTH  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Committees;  establishment,  re¬ 
newals,  etc.: 

Maternal  and  Child  Health  Re¬ 
search  Grants  Review  Com¬ 
mittee  _  15139 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Housing  Cmnmls- 
sioner — Office  of  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary. 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Land  Management  Biureau; 
National  Park  Service. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  e«ect  most  of  which  are 
Keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 
AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  Part  213  is  amended  to 
show  that  two  additional  positions  of 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Chairman  are 
excepted  under  Schedule  C  because  they 
are  confidential  in  nature.  ' 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  18.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Bill  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3360(a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  213.3360  Consumer  Prodiiri  Safety 
Commission. 

(a)  Four  Special  Assistants,  one  Di¬ 
rector  of  Congressional  Relations,  and 
one  Public  Information  Officer  to  the 
Chairman. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301.  3302:  EO  10577.  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry. 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

|FR  Doc.77-6017  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am| 

PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
AGENCY :  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION:  Pinal  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  excepts 
from  the  competitive  service  under 
Schedule  C  one  position  of  Confidential 
Assistant  to  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Monetary  Affairs  because  the  position  is 
confidential  in  nature. 


(5  U.S  C.  3301,  3302:  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

James  C.  Spry. 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
|FR  Doc.77-8019  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am) 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

AGENCY:  Civil  Service  Commission. 
ACTION :  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  Part  213  is  amended  to  show 
a  change  in  title  from  Confidential  Sec¬ 
retary  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  to 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Chairman. 
This  change  in  title  reflects  more  appro¬ 
priately  the  duties  of  the  position. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  18, 1977, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

WUham  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 

Accordingly.  5  CFR  213.3396(a)(2)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§2)3.3396  IMaliuiial  Traniiportalioii 
Safely  Board. 

(a)  Office  0/ the  Chairman.  •  *  * 

(2)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Chairman  and  one  Confidential  Secre¬ 
tary  to  each  of  four  Board  Members. 

(5  use.  3301.  3302:  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.,  p.  218.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

I FR  Doc  77-8018  Filed  3-17-77,8:45  am) 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  II— FOOD  AND  NUTRITION 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  18.  1977. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

BUI  Bohling,  202-632-4533. 
Accordingly.  5  CFR  213.3305(a)  (26) 
is  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3305  Department  of  the  Trea^ury. 

(a)  Offi.ee  of  the  Secretary.  •  *  • 

(261  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Monetary  Affairs. 


MOUNTAIN  PLAINS  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

New  Administrative  Boundaries,  Address 
of  New  Office 

The  Department  approved  a  new  re¬ 
gional  office  for  the  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service  to  serve  the  States  of  Colorado. 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri.  Montana.  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota, 
Utah  and  Wyoming  beginning  October 
12. 1976. 

This  Region,  designated  as  the  “Moun¬ 
tain  Plains  Region.’’  encompasses  part  of 


the  areas  formerly  served  by  the  Mid¬ 
west  and  West-Central  Regional  Offices. 

In  addition  to  reducing  the  unusually 
hea\T  workload  of  the  Midwest  and 
West-Central  Regional  Offices,  the  new 
regional  office  will  enable  all  three  offices 
to  more  effectively  serve  the  States  in 
their  respective  regions  through  greater 
concentrated  effort  and  cooperation, 
provide  proportionately  more  technical 
assistance  and  be  more  responsive  to 
specific  regional.  State  and  local  prob¬ 
lems. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendments,  here¬ 
in.  to  the  regulations  governing  the  Na- 
tional  School  Lunch  Fh-ogram  (7  CFR 
Part  210),  the  Special  Milk  Program  for 
Children  (7  CFR  Part  215),  the  School 
Breakfast  Program  (7  CPU  Part  220), 
the  Summer  Food  Service  Program  for 
Children  (7  CFR  Part  225),  the  Child 
Care  Food  Program  (7  CFR  Part  226), 
the  Nonfood  Assistance  Program  (7  CFR 
Part  230),  the  Special  Supplemental 
Food  Program  for  Women.  Infants  and 
ChUdren  (7  CFR  Part  246) .  the  Donation 
of  Poods  for  Use  in  United  States.  Its 
Territories  and  Posses.«:ions  and  Areas 
Under  Its  Jurisdiction  (7  CFR  Part  250). 
and  the  Food  Stamp  Program  (7  CFR 
F»art  270),  is  to  (1)  reflect  the  new  ad¬ 
ministrative  boundaries  of  the  three  af¬ 
fected  FNS  regional  offices,  and  (2)  to 
provide  the  name  and  address  of  the  new 
regional  office. 

The  West-Central  Regional  Office  will 
be  redesignated  as  the  Southwest  Re¬ 
gional  Office  concurrent  with  the  phas¬ 
ing  in  of  program  operations  at  the 
Mountain  Plains  Regional  Office. 

Since  the  amendments  are  technical 
in  nature  and  are  nonsubstantive  with 
resoect  to  program  reouirements  or  ben¬ 
efits  to  the  States,  local  entities  and 
individuals,  it  is  impracticable,  unneces¬ 
sary  and  not  in  the  public  interest  to  fol¬ 
low  the  proposed  rulemaking  and  pub¬ 
lic  participation  procedure.  Accordingly, 
the  above-cited  regulations  are  amended 
as  follows : 

(Arndt.  25) 

PART  210— NATIONAL  SCHOOL  LUNCH 
PROGRAM  - 

In  §  210.20.  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d) 
are  revised,  and  a  new  paragraph  (g)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  210.20  Program  information. 

•  •  •  •  # 

(c)  In  the  States  of  Illinois.  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota.  Ohio,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin:  Midwest  Regional  Office,  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service,  U-S.  Department  of 
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Agriculture.  536  South  Clark  Street. 
Chicago,  Illinois  60605. 

(d)  In  the  States  of  Arkansas.  Louisi¬ 
ana.  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas: 
Southwest  Regional  OflSce,  FNS,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  1100  Commerce 
Street.  Room  5-C-30,  Dallas,  Texas 
75202 

•  *  *  *  * 

(g)  In  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Missouri.  Montana,  Nebraska. 
North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming :  Mountain  Plains  Regional  Of¬ 
fice.  Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  1823  Stout 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
^ogram  No.  10.555,  National  School  Lunch 
Program) 

[Arndt.  15] 

PART  215 — SPECIAL  MILK  PROGRAM  FOR 
CHILDREN 

In  §  215.16,  paragraphs  (d)  and  (e) 
are  revised  and  a  new  paragraph  (g)  is 
added  as  follow’s: 

§213.16  Program  information'. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(d)  In  the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Ohio  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin:  Midwest  Regional  Office,  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture.  536  South  Clark  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60605. 

(e>  In  the  States  of  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas: 
Southwest  Regional  Office,  Food  and  Nu¬ 
trition  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  1100  Commerce  Street,  Room 
5-C-30,  Dallas,  Texas  75202.  ' 

•  •  •  *  • 

(g)  In  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska. 
North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming:  Mountain  Plains  Regional  Of¬ 
fice,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  1823  Stout 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.556,  Special  Milk  Program  for 
Children) 


[Arndt.  27] 

PART  220 — SCHOOL  BREAKFAST 
PROGRAM 

In  §  220.21,  paragraphs  (c)  and  (di 
are  revised,  and  a  new  paragraph  (g)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  220.21  Program  information. 

•  *  «  *  •  * 

(c)  In  the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota.  Ohio,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin:  Midwest  Regional  Office,  FNS,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  536  South 
Clark  Street.  Chicago,  Illinois  60605. 

(d)  In  the  States  of  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana.  New'  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas; 
Southwest  Regional  Office,  FNS,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  1100  Commerce 
Street,  Room  5-C-30.  Dallas.  Texas 
75202. 

*  •  •  *  • 


(g)  In  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming :  Mountain  Plains  Regional  Of¬ 
fice.  FNS.  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  1823  Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colorado 
80202. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.553.  School  Breakfast  Program) 


[Arndt.  1] 

PART  225— SUMMER  FOOD  SERVICE 
PROGRAM  FOR  CHILDREN 

In  §  225.18.  paragraphs  (d)  and  (e) 
are  revised  and  a  new  paragraph  (g)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  223.18  Program  information. 

m  *  *  *  * 

(d)  In  the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Ohio,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin:  Midwest  Regional  Office,  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  536  South  Clark  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago.  Illinois  60605. 

(e)  In  the  States  of  Arkansas,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas:  Southwest  Regional  Office,  Food 
and  Nutrition  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture.  1100  Commerce  Street, 
Room  5-D-22.  Dallas.  Texas  75202. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(g)  In  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming:  Mountain  Plains  Regional 
Office,  Pood  and  Nutrition  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  1823  Stout 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.559,  Summer  Food  Service  Pro¬ 
gram  for  Children) 


[Arndt.  1] 

PART  226— CHILD  CARE  FOOD 
PROGRAM 

In  §  226.31,  paragraphs  (d)  and  (e) 
are  revised  and  a  new  paragraph  (g)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  226.31  Program  information. 

•  _  •  •  •  » 

(d>  In  the  States  of  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan.  Minnesota.  Ohio,  and  Wis¬ 
consin:  Midwest  Regional  Office,  Food 
and  Nutrition  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  536  South  Clark  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60605. 

(e)  In  the  States  of  Arkansas,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas:  Southwest  Regional  Office,  Food 
and  Nutrition  Sen'ice,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  1100  Commerce  Street, 
Room  5-D-22,  Dallas.  Texas  75202. 

«  *  *  *  • 

(g)  In  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming;  Mountain  Plains  Regional 
Office,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  1823  Stout 
Street.  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.558,  Child  Care  Food  Program) 


[Arndt.  1| 

PART  230— NONFOOD  ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM 

In  §  230.19,  paragraphs  (d)  and  (e> 
are  revised  and  a  new  paragraph  (g)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§230.19  Program  information. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(e)  In  the  States  of  Illinois.  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Ohio,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin:  Midwest  Regional  Office.  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture.  536  South  Clark  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60605. 

(a)  In  the  States  of  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  New  Mexico.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas: 
Southw’est  Regional  Office,  Pood  and 
Nutrition  Service.  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture.  1100  Commerce  Street, 
Room  5-C-30,  Dallas.  Texas  75202. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(g)  In  the  States  of  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska. 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming:  Mountain  Plains  Regional 
Office,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service.  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  1823  Stout 
Street.  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.554,  Non-Food  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram) 


[Arndt.  3] 

PART  246— SPECIAL  SUPPLEMENTAL 

FOOD  PROGRAM  FOR  WOMEN,  IN¬ 
FANTS  AND  CHILDREN 

In  §  246.21,  paragraphs  fd)  (4),  (5). 
(6)  and  (7)  are  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  246.21  Miscrilanrous. 

«  •  *  •  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(4)  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan.  Min¬ 
nesota.  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin:  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Food  and  Nutri¬ 
tion  Service,  Midwest  Regional  Office,  536 
Clark  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60605. 

(5)  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  Texas:  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Food  and  Nutrition  Serv¬ 
ice.  Southwest  Regional  Office,  1100 
Commerce  Street,  Room  5-D-22,  Dallas, 
Texas.  75202. 

(6)  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  North  'Dkkota, 
South  Dakota,  Utah,  Wyoming:  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  Mountain 
Plains  Regional  Office,  Food  and  Nutri¬ 
tion  Service,  1823  Stout  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80202. 

(7)  Alaska,  American  Samoa,  Arizona. 
California,  Guam.  Hawaii,  Idaho,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Oregon,  Trust  Territory  of  the 
Pacific  Islands,  Washington;  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Pood  and  Nutri¬ 
tion  Service,  Western  Regional  Office, 
550  Kearney  Street,  Room  400,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  California  94108. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.557,  Special  Supplemental  Food 
Program  for  Women,  Infants  and  Children) 
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[Amdt.  37] 

PART  250— DONATION  OF  FOOD  FOR  USE 
IN  UNITED  STATES.  ITS  TERRITORIES 
AND  POSSESSIONS  AND  AREAS  UNDER 
ITS  JURISDICTION 

In  !  250.11.  the  paragraphs  pertaining 
to  the  Midwest  and  West-Central  Re¬ 
gional  Offices  are  revised  and  a  new  para¬ 
graph  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  250.1 1  ^  here  to  obtain  iiiforniutton. 

*  •  *  •  • 

Midwest  Regional  Office,  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture.  536 
South  Clark  Street.  Chicago,  Illinois  60605 
for  the  following  States:  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Michigan.  Minnesota.  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

Soutliwest  Region,  Pood  and  Nutrition  Serv¬ 
ice,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  1100 
Commerce  Street,  Room  5-D-22,  Dallas,  Texas 
75202  for  the  following  States:  Arkansas, 
Louisiana.  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma  and  Texas. 
•  *  *  *  • 
Mountain  Plains  Region,  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service,  D.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  1823 
Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202  for  the 
following  States:  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota.  Utah  and  Wyoming. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.550,  Pood  Distribution) 


CHAPTER  III— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT 
HEALTH  INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  ~ 

PART  354 — OVERTIME  SERVICES 
RELATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 

Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 

e  The  purpose  of  this  document  is  to 
amend  the  list  of  commuted  travel  time 
allowances  for  agricultural  inspection 
services  relating  to  imports  and  exports 
and  to  consolidate  all  existing  amend¬ 
ments  into  one  list.  • 

This  amendment  amends  the  list  of 
commuted  traveltime  allowances.  7  CFR 
354.  Overtime  Services  Relating  to  Im¬ 
ports  and  Exports,  and  consolidates  all 
existing  amendments  into  one  list  for  the 
convenience  of  the  u.ser.  Since  the  last 
amendment  (November  16,  1976,  41  FR 
50412),  commuted  traveltimes  have  been 
established  for  Wilkes  Barre.  Scranton 
Airport,  Pennsylvania,  when  served  from 
Allentown,  Moosic,  and  Williamsport: 
Columbus.  New  Mexico,  when  served 
from  Las  Cruce-s;  England  Air  Force 
Base,  Louisiana,  when  served  frcm  Alex¬ 


andria;  and  Barksdale.^r  Force  Base, 
Louisiana,  when  served  from  Shreveport. 

Pm-suant  to  the  authority  conferred 
upon  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Plant 
Protection  and  Quarantine  Programs,  by 
7  CFR  354.1  (37  FR  28464,  28477,  as 
amended;  38  FR  19141)  the  administra¬ 
tive  instructions  appearing  at  7  CFR 
354.2,  as  amended,  February  10,  May  18, 
August  24,  and  November  16,  1976,  (41 
FR  5804,  20389,  35693,  and  50412)  pre¬ 
scribing  the  commuted  traveltime  that 
shall  be  included  in  each  period  of  over¬ 
time  or  holiday  duty  are  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  3.54.2  .4dmini.>>lruli\e  iii^lrurliuii«  prt-- 
M'ribing  comniutod  Iruvcltinio. 

Each  period  of  overtime  and  holiday 
duty,  as  defined  in  §  354.1  shall,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  include  a  commuted  traveltime  pe¬ 
riod  for  the  respective  areas  in  which 
employees  are  located,  if  such  travel  is 
performed  solely  on  account  of  overtime 
or  holiday  service.  The  prescribed  com¬ 
muted  traveltime  periods  are  set  forth 
below’.- 


i'omniiilt  ii  tmreltiniv  allntranoe 
ITii  hours) 


[Arndt.  100) 

PART  270 — GENERAL  INFORMATION  AND 
DEFINITIONS 

In  §  270.5(b),  subparagraphs  (3)  and 
(4.  are  revised  and  a  new  subparagraph 
(7)  is  added.  The  revised  and  new’  sub- 
paragraphs  read  as  follows: 

§  270.5  Miwcllaiiooiis  pro\  Niot»s. 

*  •  *  «  # 

(b)  •  •  • 

(3)  For  project  areas  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana.  Michigan,  Minnesota.  Chio  and 
Wisconsin:  Midwest  Regional  Office,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service.  536  South  Clark  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  6C605. 

(4)  For  project  areas  in  Arkansas, 

Louisi'-na,  New  Mexico.  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas:  Southwest  Regional  Office  ,U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service,  1100  Commerce  Street, 
Suite  5-D-22.  Dallas.  Texas  75202. 

«  «  *  •  * 

(^)  For  project  areas  in  Colorado. 

Iowa.  Kansas.  Missouri,  Montana.  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota. 
Utali.  and  Wyoming:  Moimtain  Plains 
Regloi.rl  Office.  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  1823 
Stout  Street.  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro- 
gnun  No.  10.551,  Food  Stamp  Program) 

Effective  date:  These  amendments 
shall  be  effective  as  of  December  6,  1976. 

Dated:  March  14,  1977. 

Bob  Bergland, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.77-7847  FUed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


I.oral  ion  coveritl 


Served  from — 


Metropolitan  area 
Within  Outside 


.tiali.una; 

Kirniingham  (includinf;  Birniincliam  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport). 

Do .  . 

riiirkasaw . 

.Mobile . 

I’ort  Osborne . 

L’lidesifTnated  ports . 

Ai:i.«ka: 

.Vneliorage . 

.■Reward . 

I’ndesignated  ports . 

Arizona: 

Ditvis-Moiithan  AKB,  Tucson . 

DoiiKlas.. . . . . . 

Do . 

Nogales . . . . . 

l-’hoenix . 

Do . . 

Do . 

.Sin  Luis . . 

Tuejion . 

Do . 

Yuma  Iiitemat ional  Airport... ^ . 

L'lidesi^mated  |)orts . : . 

.Arkansas: 

Hlytheville  .VFB.. . 

I  iardiinelle .  . 

Fort  Smith . 

Little  Rock . 

Little  Rock  AFB . 

Pine  Bluff . . . 

Undesignated  ports . 

Balianias: 

Nassau .  . 

Bennuda: 

Ferry  Reach . 

California' 

Andrade .  . 

Antioch.. . . 

Burbank . 

Calexico . . 

Camp  Pendleton,  U8MC,  Oceanside . . 

(’astie  AFB . 

El  Segundo . 

El  Toro  MCA8 . 

George  AFB . 

Gillespie  Field . 

Hamilton  AFB,  Novato . 

Imperial  Beach  NA8.. . 

Los  Angeles  (including  San  Psdro,  Los  Angeles 
Harbor  Los  Angelss  International  Airport, 
Long  Beach  Harbor,  and  Long  Beach  Mu- 
ni-ipal  Airport). 


Tuscaloosa. 

Pelham.... 
Mobile . 


Pelham  or  Tuscalo^. 
Mobile . 


Anchoiage 
. do _ 

Nogales _ 

Nogales... 


NogalM. 

Tucson. 


Nog^es. 

Nogales. 


Little  Rock 
_ do . 


Little  Rock _ 

Memphis,  Tenn. 


Calexico . 

8an  Francisco. 
Los  Angeles... 


San  Diego.. 

Merced . 

Los  Angeles. 

. do _ 

. do . 

San  Diego.. 
Travis  AFB, 
San  Diego.. 


2  . 


3 

2 

2 

3 

3 


t! 

3 


1 


1 

2 


2 

1 


1 


4 

6 

A 

5 

3 


3 


1  . 

3 

e 

1  . 

1 . 

2 

3 


1 


2 


2 

4 

3 


3 

1 

2 

3 

4 
1 
3 
1 
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Location  oovared 


Served  from— 


Metropolitaa  i 


Witbia  Outaida 


March  AFB - Los  Angelee.. 

Martinez - San  Franciaoo 

Mather  Field  AFB . Travis  AFB  . 

McClellan  AFB _ _ _ do _ _ _ 

Moffett  Field  NAB,  Sunnyside.. _ San  Francisco 

North  Island . San  Diego 

Norton  AFB .  Loe  Angela*. 

Ontario . . . . .  do 

Pittsburg . Frenclsro 

Port  Chicago.. . . . . . do 

Redwood  City . . . do  •.I*’.. 

Richmond . . . . . . . . do..! _ 

Rodeo . I-I-IIIIIIIlIdoIIIII'II 

Sacramento _  ”  *  _ ’””1” 

Do . I— 

Sacramento  Metropolitan  Airport. . . 

San  Diego  (includig  Mexican  border  at 
Ysidro;  Brown,  Qillespie  and  Lindbergh 
Fields,  Imperial  Beach;  North  Island, 

Miramar  and  Naval  and  Civilian  Maritime 
within  the  San  Diego  Unified  Port  District). 

San  Francisco  (including  Alameda,  Oakland, 

San  Francisco  International  Airport,  and 
Oakland  International  Airport). 

Seal  Bea^ _ _ 

Stockton _  _ 

Do . . I . 

Tecate . . . 

Travis  AFB _ 

Vallejo _ I.'. . 

Undesignated  ports . . . 


Travis  AFB. 

. da . 


1 _ „ 


Los  .Angeles. 


Travis  AFB. 
San  Diego... 


Colorado; 

'  Denver  (including  StatdeUm  International 
Airport). 

It  AFB  (I 


San  Francisco... _ _ 

San  Diego,  Loa  Angelei, 
Francisco. 


or  S«i _ 


Denver . 

Boston,  Mass. . 
Warwick,  R.I.. 

Hadley,  Mass.. 

Oroton . 

Wallingford _ 

Warwick.  R.I.. 
Windsor  Locks. 


Groton _ 

Wallingford _ 

Warwick,  R.I.. 

.  Windsor  Locks. 
Warwick,  R.I.. 
Wallingford.... 
. do . . 


Dover . 

Wilmington.... 

. do . . 

Dover . . 

Dover . . 


Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Dover _ 


Ent  AFB  (Peterson  Field). 

Connecticut: 

Bradley  Field,  Windsor  Locks.. 

Do . 

Bradley  International  Aiiport,  Winder  Locks* 

Do . 

Bridgeport _ _ 

Do . . .  . 

Do . . . 

Do . :: . 

Oroton  (including  New  London) .  . 

Now  Haven _ _ 

Do _  _ _ 

Do . .  . 

Do. . :*.■.*. . 

New  London.. . . . 

Windsor  Locks . V.  V.  '.  V. . 

Undesignated  ports . 

Dolaware: 

Claymont . . 

Do..„ . 

Delaware  City . 

Do. . ”""'I . 

Dover . . . 

Wilmington  Airport!""""""""" 

Wilmington  (including  marine  terito^'wd' 
airport). 

Wilmington . . . 

Do . !!!!!!!!!!!!!' 

District  of  Columbia; 

Washington,  D.C.  metropolitan  area  (includ¬ 
ing  Arlington,  Alexandria,  and  Dulles  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Va.;  Andrews  AFB,  Md.; 
and  Washington  Navy  Yard). 

Florida: 

Apalachicola . 

Boca  Grande _ 

Eglln  AFB . 

Fort  Lauderdale. 

Fort  Myers . 

Fort  Pierce _ 

Jacksonville  ..... 

Key  West . 

Marathon . . 

McCoy  AFB.... 

Melbourne . 

Miami _ _  _ _ _ 

Panama  City . !.T!!!!!!!!!  "Pe'ii^'cols' . . 

Patrick  AFB .  . 

Pensacola. . . .  . . . * . . 

— . !  Mo'bik.'Ata!!!!!!!.*!":!"":::*: . 

Port  Canaveral . . . 

Port  Everglades . ••--!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!  . . 

f**^®*- . . . . Pensacola . "!  . 

St.  Petersburg .  . . . 

Sunlord  NAS . !.!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!*Tamr.a . 

Tampa . . .  . — 

West  Psto  Beach . . . . ..!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! .  *  * — 

Undesignated  ports . Jaci^nviiie,  MianU,  Port  Cana^^^ 

Georgia:  or  Tampa. 

Atlanta . 

Bruns^ck . !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!*skViiin^!!!!!: . 

Columbus . Atlanta .  . 


Pensacola. 

Tampa _ 

Pensacola. 


Tampa _ 

West  Palm  Beach. 


Key  West . 

Tampa . 

Port  Canaveral. 


"*2 

2 

2  . 

2 _ 

2 

1 

2 

“ _ 

2 

***2 

— 

2 

s _ 

» 

• 

"r _ 

• 

.... 

— — 

2 

— — 

2 

a— • 

2 

**£* 

2 

—— 

1 

2 

•— 

2 

4 

2 

— 

2 

_ 

2 

I 

2 

... 

2 

1 _ 

.... 

‘i" _ 

.... 

2 

— 

2 

2 . 

.... 

2 

2 

2 

1 _ 

"2 

*2* _ 

2 

1 . 

— - 

'*2 

— 

4 

2 

2 . 

'i* 

"2 

1  - 

-j- 

2 

1 

2 

2 _  _  _ 

*2* _ 

2 

1 _ 

... 

"2 

2 . 

"4 

4 
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Locktioo  eovered 


Served  from— 


MetropoliUn  vea 
WUhiD  Outside 


Macon . doi. . 

Marietta . . 

8t.  Mary’s.. . JaekaonviUe,  Fla . 

Savannah . 

Vndesigiiated  ports . Atlanta  or  Savannah. 

Hawaii: 

Barbers  Point  NAS . Honolulu . 

Hilo. 


Honolulu . 

Kaanapali,  Lahaiiia,  Maui .  Kaliului,  Maui . 

Kahului.Maui . . 

Do . Honolulu . 

Kaneohi  MCAS . do . 

Keaau .  Hilo . . . 

Keahole . 

Keauhou . .  Kealioli' . 

Lihue,  Kauai . 

Do .  Hoiiolulu . . 

S<:hotield  barracks.  W  i^iaw  a,  Oahu  . do . 

Uiideeignatcd  ports .  Hilo,  Honolulu,  or  Keahole. 

Illinois: 

Ohic^o .  . 

Peoria . . .  .  Princeton .  . 

Do . ;  . Watseka . .  . 

Indiana: 

Indianapolis . , . rhicago.  Ill  . 

Do .  Krankibrt . . 

Do . : .  Kranklin . . 

Mount  Vernon .  Iluntiugburg . 

Portoftiary .  Hanna  .  . . 

Iowa: 

Do .  ...  Boone.. 

Kentucky: 

fovingtoii  . .  .  Ls'xinittun . . . 

Fort  C’anipts'll .  Brentwoorl,  Tenn  . 


Klirabethtown _ 

la-xington . 


ShrcveiMtrl... 
Baton  Rouge. 


li.itun  Rou'.’c  or  Ni'W  Orleans 


Do 
Do.. 

laniisiana: 

Barksrlale  ,\KB.  . . 

Barksdale  A  KB,  .Shrcveporl . 

Baton  Rouge  tincliiding  Port  .Mien) . 

Biira.s .  .  . . New  tiiieniiS-.  . 

Burnside .  . Baton  Rouge 

t'onveiit  . .  . do . 

Donald.sonville .  . . do... 

Knylaiul  .A.KB  .  .  klexandria 

KiHisnd  .VKH,  Alcxandiia.  ....  Baton  Rouge _ 

Oeisinar... .  .do . 

I.ake  Charles .  .  .  _  Port  Artliui.  Tex 

Do . .  . .  .  . 

Mortal!  City .  .  .  New  Orleans . 

.New  OrU>ans .  ...  .  . . 

t  tstrica . .  .  New  Orleans. . 

P!8«iucniine . .  -  ..  ,  .  Baton  Rouge. . .. 

.''t.  Oahiiel.. ,  .  .........  _ do . . 

St.  James .  . do . .  .. 

Uncle  Sam  . do _ 

Undesignated  ports .  ....  . do . 

Venice . . . . New  Orleans . 

Poiiites  on  the  Missi.ssippi  River  altove  the  St..  do . 

Charles-Jeffei'son  Parish  boundary  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  Ununerry,  La.;  any  imint  ladow 
Chalmelte,  Lit.,  on  the  en.st  honK;  and  Belle 
<  'hasse.  La.,  and  iioiiits  to  and  ineliiding  Port 
Sulphur  on  the  west  bank. 

Undt^gnated  port.'--... . 

Mitine: 

Bangor . . .  . . . 

Hath . .  . . .  . .  PortlanJ .  .  .  . 

Hnmswick  .N.kS, .  . do _ _ _  _ _  _ 

Bucksport . .  Bangor . 

Cousins  Island. . .  Portland .  . . . 

Kastport . . . . .  Bangor. . . . 

Kittery . .  Portland...  . . 

Portland . . .  . . . 

Searsport . . .  Bangor . 

Undt^gnated  ports . . . .  Bangor  or  Portland . . . 

Maryland; 

Aberdeen  Proving  (Jround . .  Baltimore . 

Andrews  AFB . . . . .  Fredericksburg.  Va . . 

Annapolis .  Baltimore . 

Baltimore . . . . . . . . . . 

Cambridge . . . Baltimore . 

Do . . .  Dover,  Del . . 

Salisitury _ do . . . . 

Do .  Baltimore . . . . 

Undesignatetl  ports - Andrews  AFB,  Dover,  Del.,  or  Dulles 

International  Airport,  Va. 

For  ether  points  In  Maryland,  see  D.C.  listing. 

Massachusetts: 

Boston . . . . . . 

Fall  River .  Warwick,  R.l . 

New  Bedlord . . ...,.do . . . . 

Otis  AFB . do _ _ _ _ 

Plymouth . do . . . . 

.Sandwich . ..do...  I . . 

Westover  AFB,  Cliivopee . . . .  Bo^n..' . . . . . . 

Do . . . .  Hadley . . . . 

Woods  Hole .  Warwick,  R.l . 

UndesignatiHl  ports . ^ . . ... 

Michigan- 

Bay  City . T..  Detroit . 

Battle  Creek. _ _ _ _ _ _  Kalamazoo. .... _ _ _ ........... 

Detroit  (Including  Detroit  Metropolitan  Air-  . . . 

port,  Inkster). 


4 


3 

1 

2 


2 


4 

2 

1 


2 


5 
2 
3 

# 

*3 

6 

6 

3 
2 

4 

2 

3 

4 
4 

2 

4 


4 

3 

3 

3 


4 

2 

3 


4 


4 

2 

2 

3 

3 

4 
4 
3 


3 


2 

2 

2 

1 
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3 


2 

a 
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3 

3 


3 

4 

5 

4 

5 

6 
1 
C 
3 
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IomUod  oovered  Served  from—  Metropolitan  area 

Within  Outside 


Kent  Countj  Airport . 

Monroe.. . . 

Muskegon . . . " 

Do . ' 

Port  Huron . . . . 

Saginaw . . 

South  Haven _ 1'*' 

Minnesota; 

Duluth.. . 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul . .' 

Silver  Bay . 1 

Mississippi: 

Greenville . 

Do . 1111 

Gulfport . 

Kessler  AFB . 11111 

Natches... . 

Do. . 111111111 

Pascagoula . 

Vicksbuig _ 

^  Do . 1.1111111111 

W  IJndesignated  ports . 

Missouri  ; 

Kansas  City  International  Airport 

Bt.  Louis . 

St.  Louis  International  Airport _ 

Montana; 

Butte  International  Airport . 

Do . : . 


Great  Falls  International  Airport 
Nevada: 

Las  Vegas . 

Keno.. . 

New  Hampshire; 

Newington . 

Pease  AFB . 111111 . 

Portsmouth . 

Undesignated  ports . 

New  Jersey: 

Atlantic  City . 

Bridgeport  (Monsanto) . 1111111 

Burlin^n . HI 

Deepwater  (Penns  Grove) . 1 . 

Lakehurst  NAS . 

McGuire  AFB . 1" 

l>o . 

Do . 1 . 

Do . 11111111111 

McGuire  AFB,  Wrigtitstown _ 

Paulsboro _ 

Trenton . 11111*1 . 

New  Mexico;  . 

Albuquerque . 

Columbus . . . ..111111111^ 

Holloman  AFB,  Alamogordo _ 

Undesignated  ports . . 

New  York: 

Buffalo . . . . . 

Chateaugay  (including  Cburubusco 
Cannon  Comers). 

Jamaica,  Long  Island _ 

Lewiston . 1' 

Massena _  _ _ 

Do . 111111111111* 

New  York . . . . 

Niagara  Falls . . . . . HH 

Ogdensburg _ 

Do . 11111* 

Oswego . . . . 

Plattsburgh . . 11111111111111 

Rochester _ 

Roosevelt  Town _ 

Do . 1.11111111111 

Rouses  Point  (including  Champion)*. 

Syracuse _  . 

Do . 1111111111 

Undesigiwted  ports . . 

North  Carolina: 

Camp  Lejeune . . . . 

Charlotte _ 

Do . 111111111111*1*** 

Cherry  Point _ 

Do _ 

Do . 1111111 

Elizabeth  City _ 

Do . . . 11  ‘1‘ 

Morehead  City _ 

Do _ 

Do . 1111 

New  River  MCAS,  Jacksonville  . 

Pope  APB . 

Do _ _ 1 . H 

SeymonisJohnson  APB . 

Do . . . H 

Suimy  Point  Army  Tenninal,  Southport 

Wilmington . . 

Undes^uMod  porta . . Ill 

Ohio: 

Akron . 


Grand  Rapids. 

Detroit . 

. do. . 

Kalamazoo _ 

Detroit . 

_ do . 

_ do . 


Duluth 


Memphis,  Term.. 

Mobile,  Ala . 

. do . 

Baton  Rouge,  La. 

Brookhaven . 

Mobile,  Ala . 

Baton  Rouge,  La. 

Florence . 

Mobile,  Ala _ 


Billings . 

Butte  (or  vicinity  by  ins|>ectm  tem¬ 
porarily  detailed  in  excess  of  12  hr). 
Great  Falls . 


Portland,  Maine _ 

. do . 

. do . 

Rouses  Point,  N.Y. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.. . 
Wilininglon.  l)el... 
Philadelpliia,  Pa... 
Wilmington,  I)ei... 

MctJuire  AFB . 

Philad<‘i|ihia,  Pa... 

Freehold.. . 

Seabrook . 

Trenton . 

Philadelpliia,  Pa... 
McGuire  .\FB . 


I«s  Cnrce.s... 
El  Paso,  Tex. 
- do . 


and  Rou.ses  Point. 


BufTalo . . 

Ogden.sburg.. 
Rousi's  i’oint, 

Buffalo . 

Rouses  I’oint. 

Buffalo . . 

Rouses  Point. 

Buffalo . 

Ogdensburg.. 
Rouses  Point. 


...  Buffalo _ 11111111111 

...  Buffalo  or  Rouses  Point . . ...11 

...  Wilmington . . 

...  Monroe _ 

...  Wilmington . . 1111111111111 

...  New  Bern _ 11111 

_ Wilmington _ 

...  Morehead  City . ...11. 

. do . 1111111 

...  New  Beni _ 

..  New  Bern . llllllllHllllllll 

..  Wilmington _ _ _ HI 

- do . . . .1.1111 

- do _ _ _ 1111111 

..  Fayetteville _ _ 11111 

„  Wihnington _ 1111111 

..  Goldsboro _ —1.11111 

-.  Wilmington _ Hill 

—  New  Bern,  Monroe,  Mori^ead  Qty, 

or  Wilmington. 

—  Cleveland . . . 
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liOMtlon  eoTerwl 


Serred  from— 


Matropolitsn  are* 
Within  Outside  > 


Aahtobola . Perry . 

CtndnnatL . TofcA*. . . . 

CleveUnd... . . . . 

Do . Perry . 

Columbus.... _ _ CleveJaud _ _ _ 

Do . . . . Maiysrille _ _ _ _ 

Do . . Sidney . . 

Do . .  Washinittan  Court  House . . 

Dayton. . Marysville . . . 

Do_ . . Sldiiey . . 

Dol. . Toledo. . . . 

Do. . . Waahinrton  Court  House . . 

Fairport  Harlior . Cleveland . . . 

Lock  bourne  AFB . .do. . . 

Loraine . .do . . . 

Toledo . . . . 

Do . Detroit,  Mich . 

Undeeipiated  ports . Clovel*nd  or  Toledo . . . 

Oklahoma; 

AltusAFB . Hobort . 

/  Do . Klk  City . 

Muskoftee . i . . 

Port  of  Catoosa . .  Muakogee . . . 

Tulsa  International  Airport . do . 

Tinker  AFB,  Oklahoma  City . . . . 

Will  Rogers  World  Airport,  Oklahoma  City . . . . 

Oregon: 

Astoria . . . 

Dd . . Portland . . 

Coos  Bay  (Including  North  Bendi . . . . 

Newport . Coos  Bay . . . 

Port  Westward . Astoria . . 

Portland . . . . 

Westport . Astoria . 

Vndesignated  ports . Astoria,  Coos  Buy,  or  Portland . . 

Pannsylvania: 

Chester.. .  Philadelphia . 

Do . Wilmington.  Del . . 

Erie... . .  Buffalo,  N.V.,  or  Cleveland,  Ohio _ 

Do . .  Meadville . . 

Oreater  nttsbuigh  Int«mationaI  Airjwrt . Cleveland,  Ohio . 

Do . llollidaysburg . 

Do . . MeadviUe . 

Do . . .  Pittsburgh . 

Harrisburg  International  Airport . Ciulisle . 

Do. . AUenfown . 

Do . Moosic . . 

Do . .  Pliiladelphiii . 

Dol_._ . . . . . University  Park _ _ 

Do.... . . . . - . . Williamsport _ _ 

Marcus  Hook . . . . .  Philadelphia _ _ 

Do _ _ _ _ Wilmington,  Del _ _ _ 

•  Phlladdphla _ _ _ _ _ 

Do _ _ _ _ _ _  McOulre  Air  Force  Base. _ _ 

Do _ _ _ Wilmington,  Del _ _ _ 

TuUytown. . . . . Philadelphia... _ _ - _ 

WUkes-Barre^ranton  Airport _ _ Allentown _ _ _ 

Do _ _ _ _ _ Williamsport . . 

Do . - _ _ _ _ Moosic _ 

Pnerto  Rico; 


3  . 


A^ibo..  . . . . 

. . . .  San  Juan _ 

- ^ - 

.  _  1  . 

Ouanica . . . 

. . .  Mayagnes _ 

_ 

Ouayama . . . . .  Ponoe... 

Ouayanilla . . . . . . do _ _ 

Hnmacao  and  Yabucoa . . . San  Juan _ 

Mayaguex  (including  points  from  Ramey  to  Cabo _ doi _ _ _ 

Rolo). 

Mayaguer  and  El  Manl  Airport . . . . . .  1. 

Ponoe  (including  all  subports  in  the  Ponce  customs _ do _ _ _ _ 

district). 

Ponce  and  Merced!  ta  Airport _ _ _ _ _  1. 

Barney  AFB  (including  Borfnquen  Airpcut) _ _  1  . 

Do _ _ do _ _ _ _ 

Roosevelt  Roads _ _ _ _  Fajardo _ 

San  Juan _ _ _ _ _  2  . 

Tallaboa  (Penuelas) _ Ponee _ _ 

Yabucoa . . . . . . .  Fajardo.  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Bhode  Island; 

DavisvUle  NSD _ _ Boston.  Mass _ 

Do _ _ Warwick _ 

Melville _ _ do _ - _ 

Nesrport _ _ _  Boskan,  Mass _ ' _ 

Do _ Warwick _ 

Portsmouth . do _ _ 

Provldeno* - - Boston.  Mass _ 

Do - Warwick _ 

Quonset  Point _ Bootan,  Mass _ 

Do. _ Warwick _ : _ 

SaundaiatowB _ dot _ _ 

Tiverton _ do _ _ 

Warwick _ : _  1  . 

UndMignated  porta _ ..do _ _ 

Booth  Carolina; 

Beanlbrt-Port  Royal . . . Charieston . . . -  .. 
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liOMtioD  eovered 


Sarred  from— 


liatropoUtan  otm 
WltUn  OoMde 


Do. . 

Charleston _ _ 

Ckriombis _ 

Do . 

Georgetown _ _ 

Green  vUle-Spartanbnrg . . . . 

Green vUle-Spartanborg  Airport,  Columbia.. 

McEntire  NG  Air  Base _ 

McEntlre  NG  Air  Base,  Eastover _ 

Myrtle  Beach  AFB _ _ 

Do . — 

Shaw  AFB . . . . 

Shaw  AFB,  Sumter . . . . 

Undesignated  ports _ 

Tennessee: 

Knoxville . . . . . 

Mei^his . . . 

Millington . 

Nashville . . . . 

Vndesignatcd  ports _ _ 

Do . 

Do . . . 

Do . . . . . 

Texas: 

Alamo . . 

Aransas  Pass . . . 

Barbours  Cut . . . 

Bayport . . . . 

Baytown . . . . . 

Beaumont . . . 

Do . . . . . . 

Brownsville . . . 

Carswell  Field,  Fort  Worth . . . . 

Corpus  Christi . . . . . . 

Corpus  Christi  NAS . . . 

DMlas . . . 

Dallas  (including  Love  Field) . . . 

Dallas- Fort  Worth  Regional  Airport . 

Do . . — . 

Do . . . . . 

Del  Rio . 

Donna _ 

Dyess  AFB . . . . 

Eagle  Pass . . . . 

Edinburg . . . . . 

El  Paso _ _ _ _ _ 

Fabens- . . . . . . . . 

Falcon  Heights. . . . . 

Freeport . 

Galveston . 

Do . 

Grerary . 

Harbor  Island . 

Harlingen . 

Hidalgo.. . 

Do . 

Houston  (except  Houston  Intercontinental 
Airport). 

Houston  Intercontinental  Airpoii . 

Ketl^AFB . 

La  Feria . 

Laredo . . . 

Love  Field . 

Do . 

McAllen . . . . . 

Meacham  Field . 

Mercedes . 

Mission . 

Orange . 


Pharr . 

Point  Comfort . 

Do . 

Port  Arthur . 

Do. . 

Port  Isabel . 

Port  Lavaca . 

Presidio . 

Progreso . 

Do . 

Randolph  AFB . 

Rio  Grande  City . 

Rockport . 

Roma . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do. . 

San  Antonio  International  Airport.... 

San  Antonio . . . 

San  Juan.. . . 

Texas  City . 

Wealaoo . 

Undesignated  ports . . . . 

Htah: 

Salt  Lake  City  Intematioiial  Airport. 

Hill  Air  Force  Base,  Ogden . 

Vormont: 

Alburg . 


Savannah.. 

Charleston. 


_ do . . . 

Columbia . 

Charleston  . . . 

. do . . 

Conway _ _ 

Columbia  and  Florence 

Charleston . 

_ do . . . 


Batesvillc.  Miss 
Memphis _ 


Atlanta,  Ga . 

Brentwood . . 

Memphis . . . 

Knoxville  and  Pulaski. 

Hidalgo . 

Corpus  Christi . . . 

Houston . 

_ do . . 

. do . . 

Port  Arthur . . 

Lake  Charles . 


Dallas- Fort  Worth  R^onal  Airp^. 


Corpus  Christi . . 

DaUas-Fort  Worth  R^on^^rpoft. 


Denton _ 

Waxaliacliie. 


Hidalgo 

Abilene. 


Hidalgo 


El  Paso . . 

Roma _  .. 

Galveston  or  Houston.... 


Houston . 

Corpus  Christi. 

. do . 

Brownsville.... 


Brownsville. 


isan  Antonio. 

Boenie _ 

Hidalgo . 


Waxaliacliie . . . 

Denton . 

Hidalgo . 

Dallas-Fort  Worth  Regional  Airport. 

Hidalgo . . . . . 

. do . . 

Port  Arthur . 

Lake  Charles . . . 

Hidalgo . . . 


Corpus  Christi. 


L^e  Charles _ 

Brownsville . . 

Corpus  Christi.:. 


Brownsville  or  Hidalgo. 

San  Antonio.. . 

Roma . 

Corpus  Christi . 


Hidalgo . 

Brownsville. 

Laredo . 

Boeme . 


HidMgo... 

Galveston. 

Hidalgo... 

Houston.. 


Mt  Lake  City . 

Rouses  Point,  N.Y. 
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Lo«»Uoa  eovtred 


Mctropulitan  arra 
Within  Outside 


St.  Albans  (inclading  Hichgate  Springs  nd . do . . . 

Murseis  Line). 

Cndesignsted  ports . . . do . . . . 

Virgin  Islands: 

Alexander  Hamilton  Airport,  St.  Croix . . 

Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  Thomas . 

('bristiansted.  St.  Croix.. . 

Frederiksted,  St.  Croix. . 

Viritiiiia: 

Oulles  International  Airport .  Baltimore.  Md . . . 

Do . . . . . Frederiiksbuig . 

Newport  Nea'S.. . . . . . 

Norfolk . . . . . - . . . - . . . 

tiuantico  MCA8 .  Andrews  AFB.  Md.  or  Dulles  Inter¬ 

national  .\irp«irt. 

Cndesignated  ports .  Andrew.s  AFB.  Md..  Dulles  Interna¬ 

tional  .\irpuil.  Newport  News,  or 
Norfolk. 

For  other  points  in  Virginia,  see  D.C.  listing. 

Washington: 

Anaeortes .  Blaine..  . .  . 

Do . Seattle . . 

Ault  Field . '- . Blaine . 

Do . ^ . Seattle .  . 

Bellingham . Blaine .  . 

Do.. .  Seattle . 

Bangor  N8D.. . do . 

Blaine .  . 

Cherry  Point .  Blaine . 

Do . Seattle . 

F.dmonds. . do . 

Everett... . . . do . . . 

Femdale . Blaine . 

Do . Seattle . 

Fort  Lewis . . . .... _ _ McChordAFB . . . 

Gravs  Harbor . . . .\sloria.  Dreg . 

bo . McChordAFB . 

Do .  Seattle . 

Kalama . - .  Portland.  Dreg . 

Longview .  Astoria  or  Portland,  Dreg . 

Ljnden .  Blaine . .  . 

McChordAFB . 

Do . Seattle .  . 

Olympia . . . . . . . .  MeChord.kFB . 

Do . . I . Seattle . .  . .  . 

Paine  Field . do . — . 

Point  Wells . . 

Port  Angeles . McChord  .\FB  or  Seattle . 

Port  Townsend . Seattle . 

Raymond .  Astoria,  Dreg . 

SEA  TAG  Airport . 

Do . . .  McChord  AFB . 

Seattle . 

Snohomish  County  Airport . Seattle .  . 

Sumas . Blaine . 

Tacoma _ McChord  AFB. - - 

Do.I .  Seattle . 

Vancouver . . . . . . 

Do/.l./.y............ .  Seattle . 

Cndesiim.ited  ports .  .Mtoria  or  Portland.  Oreg.,  McChord 

AFB,  or  S<’attle. 

Wisconsin: 

Green  Bay .  Milwaukee  . . 

Kenoalia .  do . . . 

.Milwaukee .  . 

Racine . -  -  -,-dn^--  -  - . 

Superior. _  _  Itttluth,  Minn - — - 

Cnde^nated  ports . -  Hulut  b,  Minn.,  or  Milwaukee . 

Temporary  detail:  Anv  in.speetion  point  to  which . 

an  employee  may  be  teT.iporarily  detailed. 
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These  commuted  traveltime  periods 
have  been  established  as  nearly  as  may 
be  practicable  to  cover  the  time  neces¬ 
sarily  spent  In  reporting  to  and  returning 
from  the  place  at  which  the  employee 
performs  such  overtime  or  holiday  duty 
when  such  travel  is  performed  solely  on 
account  of  such  overtime  or  holiday  duty. 
Such  establishment  depends  upon  facts 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

It  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that 
these  instructions  be  made  effective  at 
the  earliest  practicable  date.  Accordingly, 
pimsuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553,  It  is  found  upon 
good  cause  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  on  these  instructions  are  imprac¬ 
ticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest,  and  good  cause  is  found 


for  making  them  effective  less  than  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Effective  date:  Hie  foregoing  revision 
shall  become  effective  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  (March  18, 
1977),  when  it  shall  supersede  7  CFR 
354.2,  as  amended,  February  10,  May  18. 
August  24,  and  November  16,  1976,  (41 
FR  5804,  20389,  35693,  and  50412). 

The  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service.  Plant  Protection  and  Quar¬ 
antine  Programs  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Inflation  Impact  Statement  imder  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 


Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  11  day 
of  March  1977. 

T.  G.  Darling, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 
Plant  Protection  and  Quaran¬ 
tine  Programs.  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice. 

|FR  Doc.77-7947  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  amj 


CHAPTER  IX — AGRtCULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS.  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lemon  Reg.  84] 

PART  910 — LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  March  20-26, 
1977.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  910.  The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed 
was  arrived  at  after  consideratim  of  the 
total  available  supply  of  lemons,  the 
quantity  of  lemons  currently  available 
for  market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
lemons,  lemon  prices,  and  the  relation¬ 
ship  of  season  average  returns  to  the 
parity  price  for  lemons. 

§  910.381  l.rnioii  Kogulalion  84. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  imder  the  applicable  provlskms  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee.  established  imder  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided.  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be  mar¬ 
keted  during  the  ■  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  situ¬ 
ation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 

(1)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  lemons  continues 
good  this  week.  Average  f.o.b.  price  was 
$5.17  per  carton  the  week  ended 
March  12,  1977,  compared  to  $5.01  per 
cartiMi  the  previous  week.  Track  and  roll- 
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ing  supplies  at  120  cars  were  the  same  as 
last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  lemons  which  may  be  handled 
should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuflacient, 
and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  preparation  for 
such  effective  time;  and  good  cause  ex¬ 
ists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof  ef¬ 
fective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The  com¬ 
mittee  held  an  open  meeting  during  the 
current  week,  after  givhig  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  lemons  and  the  need  for 
regulation;  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  Infor¬ 
mation  and  views  at  this  meeting:  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  such  meeting 
was  held;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  concern¬ 
ing  such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act,  to  make  this  section  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified;  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  section  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  March  15, 1977. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  March 
20,  1977,  through  March  26,  1977,  is 
hereby  fixed  at  230,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
and  “carton(s)  ”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  March  16,  1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 


Title  14 — ^Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

[Docket  30269;  Beg.  PB-166,  Arndt.  No.  1] 

PART  305 — RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN  IN¬ 
FORMAL  NONPUBLIC  INVESTIGATIONS 
BY  THE  BUREAU  OF  ENFORCEMENT 

Public  Disclosure  of  Orders  Initiating 
Informal  Investigations 

Effective:  April  17, 1977. 

Adopted:  March  15, 1977. 

AGENCY :  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION :  Pinal  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  an  amendment  of 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  regulations  to 
provide  that  Board  orders  which  initiate 
informal  enforcement  investigations  and 
which  do  not  disclose  the  identity  of 
persons  being  investigated  may,  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Board,  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public.  This  amendment  is 
being  made  in  the  interests  of  govern¬ 
mental  op>enness,  but  will  avoid  subject¬ 
ing  any  persons  to  unfair  publicity. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  17,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Simon  J.  Eilenberg,  Rules  Division, 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825  Connec¬ 
ticut  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C.  20428, 
202-673-5442. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
By  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
PDR-43*,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
proposed  to  amend  Part  305  of  its  Pro¬ 
cedural  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  305) 
to  provide  that  orders  initiating  future 
Part  305  Investigations  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  in  cases  where  the 
order  does  not  identify  the  persons  or 
firms  under  Investigation.  The  remain¬ 
der  of  the  record  of  Part  305  proceedings 
would  continue  to  be  kept  confidential, 
except  as  otherwise  required  by  law. 

Part  305  investigations  are  informal 
proceedings  conducted  by  the  Board’s 
Bureau  of  Enforcement  to  determine 
whether  formal  enforcement  action 
should  be  instituted  with  respect  to  vio¬ 
lations  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  or 
the  Board’s  regulations.  Section  305.10 
(14  CFR  305.10)  now  specifies  that  the 
entire  record  of  Part  305  proceedings,  in¬ 
cluding  the  initiating  order,  shall  be  kept 
confidential.  As  we  explain^  in  PDR-43, 
the  Board’s  decision  to  accord  strict  con¬ 
fidentiality  to  these  informal  proceed¬ 
ings  was  intended  to  shield  persons  un¬ 
der  such  preliminary  investigation  from 
unfair  publicity  and  to  encourage  a  co- 
(^rative  attitude  on  the  part  of  wit¬ 
nesses.  Our  proposal  to  amend  Part  305 
refiected  our  determination  that  public 
disclosure  of  future  Initiating  orders 
which  do  not  identify  persons  under  in¬ 
vestigation  would  comport  with  current 
concepts  of  governmental  openness 
without  subjecting  innocent  parties  to 
imwarranted  notoriety  or  impeding  in¬ 
formal  investigations. 


[FR  Doc.77-8463  Filed  3-17-77;  12:29  pm]  >  Dated  December  23,  1976,  41  FR  66669. 


The  proposed  rule  would  also  have  re¬ 
vised  S  305.10  to  permit  public  disclosure 
of  other  parts  of  the  Part  305  record 
when  “required  by  law,”  so  as  to  remove 
any  appearance  of  conflict  between  the 
Board’s  obligations  under  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  *  and  its  own  regula¬ 
tions. 

No  comments  were  filed  pursuant  to 
the  Notice. 

Upon  consideration,  the  Board  has  de¬ 
termined  to  adopt  the  proposed  rule  with 
one  modification  discussed  below.  ’The 
tentative  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  in  PDR-43  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  final,  except  as  modified. 

Upon  further  reflection,  the  Board 
now  believes  that  there  may  be  instances 
where  a  Part  305  order  which  does  not 
specifically  identify  any  persons  may 
nevertheless  be  unsuitable  for  public 
disclosure.  For  example,  an  order  which 
initiates  a  narrowly  focused  investiga¬ 
tion,  such~as  an  examination  of  a  par¬ 
ticular  violation  in  a  certain  small 
market,  may  leave  little  doubt  as  to  the 
targets  of  the  investigation,  despite  the 
absence  of  any  express  reference  to  spe¬ 
cific  parties  in  the  order.  In  order  to 
retain* some  discretion  to  keep  orders 
such  as  these  confidential,  we  are  revis¬ 
ing  the  final  rule  to  state  that  Part  305 
initiating  orders  will  be  published 
“fulnless  the  Board  determines  other¬ 
wise.” 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  revises  §  305.10  of  its  Pro¬ 
cedural  Regulations  (lACFR  305.10)  ef¬ 
fective  April  17,  1977,  as  set  forth  below: 

§  305.10  Nonpublic  cliaraclcr  of  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Investigations  shall  be  attended  only 
by  the  witnesses  and  their  counsel,  the 
administrative  law  Judge,  the  Investiga¬ 
tion  Attorney,  other  Board  personnel 
concerned  with  the  conduct  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  the  official  stenographer.  All 
orders  initiating  investigations,  motions 
to  quash  or  modify  investigation  sub¬ 
poenas,  orders  disposing  of  such  motions, 
documents,  and  transcripts  of  testimony 
shall  be  part  of  the  record  in  the  investi¬ 
gation.  Unless  the  Board  determines 
otherwise,  all  orders  initiating  investi¬ 
gations  which  do  not  disclose  the  iden¬ 
tity  of  the  particular  persons  or  firms  un¬ 
der  investigation  shall  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Except  as  other¬ 
wise  required  by  law,  the  remamder  of 
the  record  of  such  proceedings  shall  con¬ 
stitute  internal  Board  documents  which 
shall  not  be  available  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic.  The  use  of  such  records  in  Board 
proceedings  subject  to  Part  302  of  the 
Rules  of  Practice  shall  be  governed  by 
§§  302.19(g)  and  302.39  and  by  the  law  of 
evidence  applicable  to  Board  proceedings. 

(Sections  204  and  1001  of  tbe  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  72  Stat.  743, 
788;  49  U.S.C.  1324,  1481.) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Katlor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8216  Piled  3-17-77;8:46  am] 
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Title  18— Conservation  of  Power  and  Water 
Resources 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  POWER 
COMMISSION 

I  Order  No.  558-C;  Docket  Nos.  CP75-96. 

RM  77-6,  etc.) 

PART  2— GENERAL  POLICY  AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 

Alaska  Natural  Gas  Transportation  Act  of 

1976;  Procedures  Prescribed  for  Imple¬ 
mentation 

March  11, 1977. 

Pursuant  to  Section  16  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (52  Stat.  830,  15  U.S.C.  717o) 
and  Section  5  of  the  Alaska  Natural  Gas 
Transportation  Act  of  1976  (90  Stat. 
2904,  et  seq.,  15  U.S.C.  719c) .  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  hereby  amending  Paragraph 
(e)  of  §  2.100  of  its  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.100)  which 
excepts,  in  part,  from  §  1.4(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.4(d))  the  operations 
and  procedures  required  by  the  Alaska 
Natural  Gas  Transportation  Act  of  1976 
as  implemented  by  §  2.100  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Policy  and  Interpretations.  §  1.4(d) 
of  the  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
proscribes  ex  parte  communications  with 
members  of  the  Commission  under  cer¬ 
tain  circumstances  and  §  2.100(e)  of  the 
General  Policy  and  Interpretations  pro¬ 
vides  an  exception  to  that  rule  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  operations  and  procedures 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Transportation 
Act  of  1976.  The  exception  provided  by 
§  2.100(e)  is  itself  subject  to  an  excep¬ 
tion  which  provides  that  the  Commission 
or  its  delegate  shall  not  receive  commu¬ 
nications  regarding  matters  of  substance 
from: 

(1)  Any  applicant,  or  affiliate  thereof,  or 
any  witness  for  an  applicant; 

(2)  Counsel  for  any  applicant  or  party  to 
the  proceeding;  and 

(3)  Any  party  or  any  witness  for  such 
party,  if  such  person  has  advocated  on  the 
record  the  approval  or  rejection  of  any  proj¬ 
ect  proposed  by  any  applicant. 

On  March  8.  1977,  Alcan  Pipeline 
Company  filed  with  the  delegates  of  the 
Commission  an  amended  proposal  for  a 
transportation  system  to  bring  natural 
gas  from  the  North  Slope  of  Alaska  to 
the  lower  48  United  States.  The  Com¬ 
mission  also  Is  informed  that  Arctic  Gas 
has  filed  with  the  Canadian  National 
Energy  Board  substantial  amendments 
to  its  proposal.  The  initial  intention  of 
the  Commission  in  establishing  the  pro¬ 
cedures  under  §  2.100  was  to  rely  for  in¬ 
formation  from  the  applicants  upon  the 
record  of  the  proceeding  in  Docket  Nos. 
CP75-96.  et  al.,  before  the  administra¬ 
tive  law  Judge.  Consequently,  the  modi¬ 
fication  of  the  ex  parte  rule  by  Order 
558-B  prohibited  substantive  communi¬ 
cations  between  the  applicants  aiid  the 
Commission.  It  is  now  apparent,  how¬ 
ever.  that  the  formal  hearing  record, 
which  was  closed  on  November  12.  1976, 
does  not  reflect  all  material  information 
that  the  applicants  now  possess  relating 
to  their  respective  proposals  and  that 
the  Commission  should  consider  in  ful¬ 
filling  its  responsibility  under  the  Alaska 
Natural  Gas  Transportation  Act  of  1976. 


It  is  necessary,  therefore,  to  modify 
$  2.100  to  enable  the  Commission  to  re¬ 
ceive  and  consider  supplemental  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  applicants. 

The  applicants  in  Docket  Nos. 
CP75-96.  et  al.,  may  file  in  writing  with 
the  Commission  on  or  before  March  22. 
1977.  any  supplemental  information 
relating  to  their  respective  proposals. 
Other  parties  likewise  may  file  supple¬ 
mental  information  in  writing  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  22.  1977.  Any  party  desiring 
to  respwnd  to  such  supplemental  infor¬ 
mation  shall  file  a  responding  statement 
in  writing  on  or  before  March  30,  1977. 
It  is  stressed  that  the  Commission  is 
concerned  only  with  new  information  or 
data  that  were  developed  or  became 
available  after  November  12.  1977.  In¬ 
formation  or  arguments  repetitious  to 
those  contained  in  the  record  or  briefs 
heretofore  filed  with  the  Commission 
should  not  be  included  and  will  not  be 
considered. 

Further,  it  will  be  necessary  for  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Commission  Staff  to  make 
technical  and  environmental  analyses  of 
this  supplemental  information.  The 
shortness  of  time  will  compel  that  the 
Commission  employ  for  this  purpose 
some  technical  staff  members  who  par¬ 
ticipated  in  the  proceeding  before  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge.  Such  staff 
members  have  the  background  and 
knowledge  to  relate  expeditiously  the 
supplemental  information  to  what  has 
gone  before.  The  reports  prepared  by 
those  persons  will  be  placed  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  files  of  the  Commission  at  the  time 
of  presentation  to  the  Commission  and, 
of  course,  the  Commission  in  evaluating 
the  reports  will  be  cognizant  of  any  posi¬ 
tions  previously  taken  by  such  person. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  carrying  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  of  1976  that  paragraph  (e)  of 
$  2.100  of  the  Commission's  General 
Policy  and  Interpretations  be  amended  to 
ijermit  the  Commission  and  its  delegate 
to  receive  supplemental  informaticm 
which  the  Commission  might  consider 
material  to  its  implementation  of  said 
statute.  The  Commission,  acting  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  particularly  Section  16  thereof 
(52  Stat.  830,  15  U.S.C.  717o),  and  the 
Alaska  Natural  Gas  Transportation  Act 
of  1976,  particularly  Section  5  thereof 
<90  Stat.  2904,  et  seq.,  15  U.S.C.  7190, 
orders : 

1.  Paragraph  (e>  of  §2.100,  Part  2. 
Subchapter  A,  Chapter  I.  Title  18  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof: 

§2.100  SlaIcnirnI  of  Procrdurcs  Prc- 
M-ril>od  for  llir  Impirmrnlalion  of  the 
.\la«ka  Natural  (>a<>  TranKportalion 
Ad  of  1976,  15  I’.S.C.  719,  el  »eq. 

r  •  •  •  • 

(e>  •  •  • 

The  restrictions  in  this  paragraph  shall 
not  apply  to  written  communications  for 
presentation  of  or  analysis  of  supple¬ 
mental  information  or  data  that  are  filed 
or  received  pursuant  to  the  terms  of 
Order  558-C.  , 


2.  The  matters  tendered  by  Alcan  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  on  March  8.  1977,  are  ac¬ 
cepted  for  consideration. 

3.  Applicants  and  other  parties  in  the 
pixxieeding  in  Docket  Nos.  CP75-96.  et  al.. 
may  file  in  writing  with  the  Commission 
on  or  before  March  22.  1977,  any  supple¬ 
mental  information  relating  to  the  re¬ 
spective  proposals. 

4.  Any  party  to  the  proceeding  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP75-96,  et  al.,  desiring  to 
respond  to  any  supplemental  informa¬ 
tion  filed  pursuant  to  paragraph  3  above 
shall  file  a  responding  statement  in  writ¬ 
ing  on  or  before  March  30.  1977. 

5.  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-7969  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am) 


Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  II— SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITA¬ 
TION  SERVICE  (ASSISTANCE  PRO¬ 
GRAMS).  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

PART  249— SERVICES  AND  PAYMENT  IN 
MEDICAL  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

Intermediate  Care  Facilities  for  the 
Mentally  Retarded 

AGENCY:  Health  Care  Financing  Ad¬ 
ministration,  HEW. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  provides  an  ex¬ 
tension  for  120  days  of  the  March  18. 
1977,  effective  date  for  Federal  standards 
(45  CFR  249.13)  applicable  to  institu¬ 
tions  for  the  mentally  retarded  partici¬ 
pating  as  intermediate  care  facilities 
under  the  Medicaid  program.  Facilities 
entering  the  program  or  subject  to  re¬ 
certification  prior  to  July  18.  1977,  will 
be  subject  to  the  current  Federal  stand¬ 
ards  under  45  CPU  249.12  and  Federal 
requirements  for  plans  of  compliance 
under  45  CFR  249.33(a)(8). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  18.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  C.  Davison,  202-245-0136. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
F’ederal  regulations  applicable  to  inter¬ 
mediate  care  facilities  for  the  mentally 
retarded  (ICF  'MR*  effective  March  18. 
1974,  provide  that  facilities  participating 
under  the  program  must  be  determined 
by  the  State  to  meet  certain  standards 
set  forth  under  45  CFR  249.12  and  have 
submitted  a  plan  of  compliance  for 
meeting  the  Federal  standards  set  forth 
under  45  CFR  249.13  no  later  than 
March  18.  1977. 

A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  on  January  18,  1977,  42  FR 
3325,  with  the  purpose  of  modifying  cer¬ 
tain  ICF/MR  requirements  and  extend¬ 
ing  the  period  allowed  for  compliance 
with  certain  selected  standards  which 
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would  otherwise  become  effective  on 
March  18,  1977.  Comments  to  the  Notice, 
both  pro  and  con,  have  raised  serious 
questions  with  respect  to  the  impact  of 

(a)  imposing  compliance  with  the 
standards  as  of  March  18,  1977,  and  (b> 
the  proposed  amendments  on  the  cur¬ 
rent  operations  of  State  programs  for 
the  mentally  retarded,  as  well  as  on  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  actions  to  achieve  deinsti¬ 
tutionalization. 

Resolution  of  the  issues,  which  have 
long  range  implications,  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  already  established  March 
18,  1977,  effective  date.  Therefore,  in 
order  to  assure  thorough  review  and 
analysis,  the  Department  is  issuing  this 
final  rule  providing  an  extension  of  the 
current  effective  date  to  July  18.  1977. 
Therefore,  facilities  entering  the  pro¬ 
gram  or  subject  to  recertification  will 
continue  to  be  subject  to  existing  Fed¬ 
eral  standards  under  45  CFR  249.12  and 
Federal  requirements  for  plans  of  com¬ 
pliance  under  CFR  249.33(a)  <8). 

This  will  provide  administrative  relief 
for  both  States  and  facilities  until  July 
18,  1977,  and  issuance  of  new  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  ICFs/MR  under  the 
program.  During  this  period,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  intends  to  reconsider  the  substance 
of  the  regulations  with  the  goal  of 
achieving  the  best  possible  balance  be¬ 
tween  meeting  the  needs  of  the  retarded 
in  the  most  beneficial  and  effective  man¬ 
ner  and  providing  reasonable  means  for 
States  to  take  steps  that  meet  the 
standards  finally  decided  on.  Facilities 
considering  entering  the  program  prior 
to  July  18.  1977,  may  wbh  to  defer  ap¬ 
plication,  however,  until  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  final  decision  on  standards  is 
announced. 

The  Department’s  current  policies  on 
the  regulation  process  provide  for  pub¬ 
lication  of  a  "Notice  of  Intent’’  to  develop 
regulations  on  which  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  may  comment  and  which  would  be 
followed  bv  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  (NPRM). 

However,  good  cause  exists  in  the  case 
of  this  final  rule,  extending  the  effective 
date  of  Federal  standards  applicable  to 
ICFs  ''MR  to  dispense  with  the  “Notice  of 
Intent"  and  “Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
Making”.  Otherwise,  facilities  found  not 
to  meet  the  new  Federal  standards  after 
March  18, 1977,  would  be  terminated  from 
or  denied  admission  under  the  Medicaid 
program,  with  a  loss  of  Federal  matching 
payments  to  the  States.  Therefore,  this 
amendment  must  be  published  immedi¬ 
ately  as  final  to  assure  continuity  of  pro¬ 
gram  administration  and  to  prevent  ir¬ 
reparable  harm  to  the  institutions  and 
unnecessary  hardship  to  the  individuals 
being  cared  for. 

Accordingly,  45  CFR  249.12,  249.13  and 
249.33  are  amended  to  incorporate  the 
change  discussed  above. 

Part  249,  Chapter  II,  Title  45  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  set  forth  below: 

1.  Section  249.10  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (b)  (15)  <i)  (D)  to  read  as 
set  forth  below: 


§249.10  Amount,' duration,  and  scope 
of  medical  assistance. 

*  m  *  *  * 

(b)  Federal  financial  participation. 

*  *  * 

(15)  Intermediate  care  facility  serv¬ 
ices  (other  than  such  services  in  an  in¬ 
stitution  for  tuberculosis  or  mental  dis¬ 
eases)  for  individuals  who  are 
determined,  in  accordance  with  section 
1902(a)  (31)  (A)  of  the  Act,  to  be  in  need 
of  such  care.  Intermediate  care  facility 
services  may  include  services  in  a  pub¬ 
lic  institution  (or  distinct  part  thereof) 
for  the  mentally  retarded  or  persons 
with  related  conditions.  (See  paragraph 
(dXlKvi)  of  this  section.)  “Intermedi¬ 
ate  care  facility  services”  means  those 
items  and  services  furnished  by  a  facil¬ 
ity  which  meets  the  following  condi¬ 
tions: 

(i)  •  *  • 

(D)  It  meets  the  standards  for  an  in¬ 
termediate  care  facility  specified  by  the 
Secretary  under  §  249.12,  and  in  the  case 
of  an  institution  for  the  mentally  re¬ 
tarded  or  persons  with  related  condi¬ 
tions,  also  meets  the  standards  specified 
under  S  249.13  no  later  than  July  18, 
1977;  and 

•  «  *  *  4t 

2.  Section  249.12  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (c)(6)  to  read  as  set  forth 
below: 

§  249.12  Standard!*  for  inlcrmc^ialr 
carr  facilities. 

***** 

(c)  In  addition,  for  institutions  for  the 
mentally  retarded  or  persons  with  related 
conditions  the  following  standards  speci¬ 
fied  pursuant  to  section  1905(d)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  shall  apply. 

***** 

(6)  No  later  than  July  18,  1977,  the 
institution  meets  the  standards  specified 
in  §  249.13.  For  institutions  determined 
to  meet  the  standards  specified  in 
§  249.13,  the  following  sections  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (c)  of  this  section  do  not 
apply:  (a)  (1)  (i),  (ii),  (iv),  (v)  and  (vi) ; 
(a)(4);  (a)  (6)  (i)  (B),  (iii),  (v),  (vi), 
(vii) ,  and  (viii) ;  (a)  (7) ;  (a)  (8) ;  (c)  (4) ; 
and  (c)  (5). 

3.  Section  249.13  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  introductory  sentence  to  read  as 
set  forth  below:' 

§  249.13  Standards  for  inirrnirdiair  rare 
facility  services  in  institutions  for  the 
mentally  retarded  or  persons  nith  re¬ 
lated  conditions. 

Effective  July  18.  1977,  the  standards 
for  intermediate  care  facility  services  (as 
defined  in  §  249.10(b)  ( 15) )  in  an  institu¬ 
tion  for  the  mentally  retarded  or  persons 
with  related  conditions  which  are  speci¬ 
fied  by  the  Secretary  pursuant  to  section 
1905  (c)  and  (d)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  and  referred  to  in  §  249.12(c)  (6) ,  are 
specified  in  this  section.  At  such  time  as 
an  institution  is  deemed  to  meet  the 
standards  contained  in  this  section,  such 
institution  will  no  longer  be  required  to 
meet  the  following  provisions  of  §  249.12: 
(a)(l)(i),  (ii),  (iv),  (v)  and  (vi);  (a) 


(4);  (a)  (6)  (i)  (B) ,  (iii),  (v),  (vi),  (vii) 
and  (viii);  (a)(7);  (a)(8);  (c)(4);  and 
(c) (5). 

•  •  •  •  * 

4.  Section  249.33,  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)(8)  and  (a)(8)(i) 
(B)  to  read  as  set  forth  below: 

§  219.33  .Siuiiiliird>!  for  payment  for 
skilled  niirsiiiK  facility  and  interme¬ 
diate  care  facility  services. 

(a)  State  plan  requirements.  A  State 
plan  for  me(3ical  assistance  under  title 
XIX  of  the  Social  Security  Act  must: 
***** 

(8)  Provide  during  the  period  ending 
July  18,  1977,  that  in  the  case  of  an 
institution  (or  distinct  part  thereof)  for 
the  mentally  retarded  or  persons  with 
related  conditions,  the  single  State 
agency  will : 

(i)  Prior  to  the  execution  of  a  pro¬ 
vider  agreement  covering  intermediate 
care  facility  services,  where  the  institu¬ 
tion  is  not  in  compliance  with  the-stand- 
ards  specified  in  §  249.13,  obtain  a  writ¬ 
ten  plan  of  compliance  which  shall  be 
submitted  tincluding  any  amendments 
thereto)  by  the  institution  to  the  single 
State  agency  and  approved  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary.  for  achieving  conformity  with 
the  standards  specified  in  §  249.13.  The 
plan  of  conpliance  shall : 

(A)  Detail  the  extent  of  the  institu¬ 
tion's  current  compliance  with  the  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  in  §  249.13,  and  the  spe¬ 
cific  action  steps  required  to  achieve 
compliance  with  the  standards  specified 
in  such  section,  including: 

( 1 )  The  number,  job  titles,  and  quali¬ 
fications  of  personnel  currently  employed 
by  the  facility  and  arrangements  for  re¬ 
cruiting  and  training  additionally  re¬ 
quired  personnel  sufficient  to  assure  that 
each  resident  participates  in  an  effec¬ 
tive  program  of  active  treatment; 

(2)  Any  necessary  structural  changes 
and  renovations  to  buildings  and  a  sched¬ 
ule  for  their  completion; 

(3)  The-  programs  and  services  cur¬ 
rently  provided  and  any  required  re¬ 
organization  or  expansion  thereof. 

(B)  Establish  a  timetable  not  exceed¬ 
ing  July  18,  1977,  for  completion  of 
all  action  steps  necessary  to  achieve 
conformity  with  the  standards  specified 
in  §  249.13; 

•  •  •  *  * 

(Sec.  1102,  49  SUt.  647  (42  U.S.C.  1302).) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.714  Medical  Assistance  Program.) 

Note. — The  Health  Care  Financing  Admin¬ 
istration  has  determined  that  this  docu¬ 
ment  does  not  require  preparation  of  an 
Inflationary  Impact  Statement  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated:  March  11, 1977. 

Don  Wortmah, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Health  Care  Financing  Administration. 

Approved:  March  15, 1977. 

Joseph  A.  Califano.  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-8324  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 
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Title  47->'Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
[Docket  No.  20965;  RM-2714| 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Cody,  Wyoming; 

Changes  Made  in  Table  of  Assignments 

Adopted:  March  8. 1977. 

Released:  March  10. 1977. 

By  the  Chief.  Broadcast  Bureau: 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing.  adopted  October  7,  1976,  41  FR 
46465,  inviting  comments  on  a  proposal 
to  assign  Channel  250  (Class  C)  to  Cody. 
Wyoming,  and  deleting  Channel  232A. 
The  proceeding  was  instituted  on  the 
basis  of  a  petition  filed  by  Shoshone 
Communications  Corporation  (“peti¬ 
tioner”  ► .  There  were  no  oppositions  filed 
to  the  proposal.  Supporting  comments 
were  filed  by  petitioner. 

2.  Cody  (pop.  5,161)*.  seat  of  Park 
County  (pop.  17,752)',  is  located  in  the 
northwestern  part  of  Wyoming,  approxi¬ 
mately  85  kilometers  (53  miles)  west  of 
Yellowstone  National  Park.  It  is  served 
by  a  full-time  AM  station.  KODI.  licensed 
to  petitioner.  Channel  232A  is  assigned 
to  Cody,  but  it  is  presently  unoccupied 
and  unapplied  for. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  Cody  is  a ' 
thriving  community  with  over  4C0  retail 
businesses  and  gross  retail  sales  of  over 
$60  million  and  that  Park  County’s 
healthy  economy  complements  that  of 
Cody.  Cody’s  diversified  industrial  output 
ranges  from  petroleum  and  agricultural 
products  to  construction  materials. 
Moreover,  petitioner  asserts  that  a  tour¬ 
ist  population  of  over  one  million  people 
travel  through  Cody  each  year. 

4.  Channel  250  could  be  assigned  to 
Cody,  Wyoming,  in  conformity  with  the 
minimum  distance  separation  require¬ 
ments.  The  propased  assignment  would 
preclude  the  use  of  Channels  249A.  250, 
251  and  252 A.  However,  alternate  chan¬ 
nels  are  available  for  assignment  to  two 
of  the  five  communities  (Lovell.  Wyo¬ 
ming.  pop.  2.371  and  Forsyth.  Montana, 
pop.  1.873) .  which  are  located  in  the  pre¬ 
cluded  areas  and  presently  do  not  have 
local  aural  broadcast  facilities.  The  other 
three  communities  each  has  at  least  one 
AM  station  and  one  Class  C  PM  assign¬ 
ment  or  station.  Petitioner’s  engineering 
analysis,  using  Roanoke  Rapids.  9  F.C.C. 
2d  672  (1967)  and  Anamosa  and  Iowa 
City.  Iowa.  46  F.C.C.  2d  520  (1974).  cri¬ 
teria  indicates  that,  if  Channel  250  were 
assigned  and  Channel  232A  were  deleted, 
an  I’M  station  operating  with  75  kilo¬ 
watts  and  antenna  height  of  153  meters 
(500  feet),  would  provide  a  first  FM  and 
first  aural  service  to  1,592  persons  in  a 
3,999  square  kilometer  (1.543  square 
miles)  area:  a  second  FM  service  to 
14.886  persons  in  a  6.045  square  kilo¬ 
meter  (2.334  square  miles)  area;  and  a 


'  Petitioner  states  that,  according  to  the 
Cody  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  1975  popu¬ 
lation  estimate  Is  7,200  for  Cody  and  21.000 
for  Park,  County. 


second  aural  service  to  2.857  persons  in 
a  4.877  square  kilometer  (1.883  square 
miles)  area. 

5.  The  proposed  Channel  250  assign¬ 
ment  would  provide  for  an  PM  station 
which  could  render  significant  first  and 
second  aural  service  to  substantial  areas. 
In  this  light  and  since  it  has  been  shown 
that  there  are  alternate  channels  avail¬ 
able  for  assignment  to  the  communities 
without  local  aural  broadcast  service 
located  in  the  precluded  area,  we  believe 
the  public  interest  would  be  served  by 
the  proposed  assignment.  The  existing 
Channel  232A  assignment  would  be  de¬ 
leted  to  avoid  intermixture  of  channels, 
a  step  which  would  allow  the  channel  to 
be  utilized  elsewhere. 

6.  Authority  for  the  action  taken 
herein  is  contained  In  Sections  4(i). 
5<d>il).  303  (g>  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934.  as 
amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  or¬ 
dered.  That  effective  April  21.  1977. 
S  73.202tb)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules, 
the  FM  Table  of  Assignments,  as  regards 
Cody.  Wyoming,  is  amended  as  follows: 

City:  Channel  No. 

Cody.  Wyo. . 250 

8.  It  is  furthered  ordered,  ’That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4.  303.  307,  48  Stat..  as  amended.  1066, 
1082.  1083;  47  U.S.C.  154,  303,  307). 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 
Chief.  Broadcast  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.77-8201  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am) 


Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE,  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 
AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  651— HADDOCK,  COO,  YELLOWTAIL 
FLOUNDER 

Atlantic  Fisheries:  Atlantic  Groundfish  Plan, 
Notice  of  Approval,  Implementation,  and 
Emergency  Regulations;  Correction 

In  FR  DOC  77-7185  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  Monday,  March  14. 
1977,  beginning  on  page  13997,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  change  should  be  made : 

1.  Page  13999,  §  651.7(a)  is  corrected  to 
read  as  follows: 

§651.7  l..andiiig  roKlrirlion^,. 

(a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 
or  vessel  to  land  more  than  5,000  pounds 
(2.3  metric  tons)  of  yellowtail  flounder 
for  each  crew  member  on  board  up  to  a 
maximum  of  30,000  pounds  ( 13.605  met¬ 
ric  tons  >  of  yellowtail  flounder,  per  trip, 
from  the  waters  east  of  eO-OO'W.  long. 
•  •  *  •  • 

Dated:  March  14, 1977. 

Jack  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director. 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
|FR  Doc.77-8222  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


Title  37 — Patents,  Trademarks,  and 
Copyrights 

CHAPTER  H — COPYRIGHT  OFFICE, 
LIBRARY  OF  CONGRESS  . 

PART  201 — GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Recording  of  Notices  of  Identity  and  Signal 

Carriage  Complement  of  Cable  Systems 

AGENCY:  Library  of  Congress.  Copy¬ 
right  Office. 

ACTION :  Final  Regulation. 

SUMMARY :  This  regulation  makes  clear 
that  the  public  records  of  the  Copyright 
Office  are  open  to  the  recording  of  notices 
of  identity  and  signal  carriage  comple¬ 
ment  required  to  be  made  by  cable  sys¬ 
tems  under  section  111(d)(1)  of  Title  17 
of  the  United  States  C(xle  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  94-553  (9C  Stat.  2541),  the  Act 
for  General  Revision  of  the  Copyright 
Law.  The  regulation  (lertains  to  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  document  to  be  filed  and  the 
action  to  be  taken  by  the  Copyright  Office 
upon  its  receipt.  The  regulation  is  interim 
in  nature  and  may  be  modified  and  sup¬ 
plemented  in  further  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  18.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Larry  M.  Schultz.  Information  Spe¬ 
cialist.  Copyright  Office.  Library  of 

Congress.  Washington.  D.C.  20559. 

(703-557-8700). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORM  A'HON: 
Section  111(c)  of  the  first  section  of 
Pub.  L.  94-553  establishes  a  compulsory 
licensing  system  under  which  cable 
systems  may  make  secondary  transmis¬ 
sions  of  copyrighted  works.  Section 
111(d)(1)  establishes  the  following 
initial  recording  requirements  for  cable 
systems  which  seek  to  enjoy  the  benefits 
of  the  compulsory  license: 

( 1 )  Any  system  that  is  in  operation  on 
April  17.  1977  must  record  the  following 
information  in  the  Copyright  Office  no 
later  than  April  18.  1977 : 

(a)  “The  identity  and  address  of  the 
person  who  owns  or  operates  the  second¬ 
ary  transmission  service  or  has  power 
to  exercise  primary  control  over  it”;  and 

(b)  “The  name  and  location  of  the 
primary  transmitter  or  primary  trans¬ 
mitters  whose  signals  are  regularly  car¬ 
ried  by  the  cable  system.” 

(2)  Any  system  that  begins  operation 
after  April  17.  1977.  must  record  the 
specified  information  (quoted  in  the  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph)  at  least  one  month 
before  the  date  operations  commence. 
(As  a  transitional  exception,  the  record¬ 
ing  deadline  for  any  system  that  starts 
operating  between  April  18.  1977.  and 
May  18.  1977.  is  April  18.  1977.) 

(3)  After  making  the  record  described 
in  the  preceding  two  paragraphs,  the 
cable  system  must  then  make  supple¬ 
mental  records  “within  thirty  days  after 
each  (Kcasion  on  which  the  ownership 
or  control  or  the  signal  carriage  comple¬ 
ment  of  the  cable  system  changes.” 

On  January  27.  1977  the  Copyright  Of¬ 
fice  published  a  proposed  regulation 
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§  201.11  <42  PR  5109)  pertaining  to  the 
recording  of  the  above  notices  by  cable 
systems.  As  the  Office  indicated  at  that 
time,  the  regulation  is  an  interim  meas¬ 
ure  designed  to  facilitate  cable  systems’ 
compliance  with  the  immediate  statutory 
obligations  of  Section  111(d)(1)  of  the 
Act. 

In  addition  to  the  filings  identified 
above.  Section  111(d)(1)  also  authorizes 
the  Register  of  Copyrights  to  prescribe 
regulations  under  which,  after  the  ini¬ 
tial  information  has  been  recorded,  the 
recording  of  “further  information”  can 
be  required.  Also,  Section  111(d)(2)  re¬ 
quires  the  semiannual  filing  of  other  in¬ 
formation  by  cable  systems  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Office  regulations.  Additional 
rulemaking  proceedings  are  necessary, 
and  will  be  promptly  instituted,  as  a 
basis  for  the  formulation  of  regulations 
implementing  Section  111  as  a  whole. 
The  Office’s  action  in  this  proceeding, 
and  its  conclusions  with  respect  to  the 
comments  received,  should  not  be  taken 
as  prejudging  any  of  the  issues  involved 
in  the  additional  rulemaking,  or  as  fore¬ 
closing  modification  of  the  interim  reg¬ 
ulation  adopted  herein  as  a  result  of  such 
proceedings. 

Twenty  initial  and  reply  comments 
were  received  in  response  to  the  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking.  Although  most 
of  the  comments  urged  modification  of 
the  proposed  regulation,  after  careful 
consideration  we  have  decided  to  pro¬ 
mulgate  proposed  §201.11  without  sub¬ 
stantial  change,  on  the  interim  basis 
noted.  A  discussion  of  the  major  com¬ 
ments  follows. 

1.  Relationship  with  the  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission;  Use  of  FCC 
Forms.  A  number  of  comments  pertained 
to  the  relationship  between  the  Copy¬ 
right  Office  and  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission.  As  suggested  in  sev¬ 
eral  comments,  the  Office  will  consult 
with  the  Commission  and  its  Cable  Bu¬ 
reau  to  explore  the  possibilities  of  co¬ 
ordinated  filing  requirements  and  data 
bases.  Other  comments,  however,  go  be¬ 
yond  this  and  suggest  that  the  Copy¬ 
right  Office  itself  collect  or  “use”  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  Commission’s  files. 
These  suggestions  reflect  a  misimder- 
standing  of  the  Copyright  Office  func¬ 
tion  under  section  111  of  the  Act.  For 
the  purpose  of  this  rulemaking,  section 
llKd)  (1)  requires  cable  systems  to  “re¬ 
cord  in  the  Copyright  Office  a  notice  in¬ 
cluding  [specified  information!”  as  a 
condition  to  a  compulsory  license.  The 
new  regulation  provides  a  basis  for  such 
recordations.  Whether  cable  systems  do 
or  do  not  record  the  information  is  not 
a  matter  for  Copyright  Office  cogni¬ 
zance.  We  have  no  enforcement  author¬ 
ity  under  the  Act;  nor  are  we  charged  to 
supply  or  supplement  the  information 
to  be  recorded  with  us  by  cable  systems. 

Several  comments  urged  that  the 
Copyright  Office  accept  for  recording  a 
copy  of  a  cable  system’s  FCC  Form  325 
(or  specified  schedules  thereof)  or  FCC 
Certificate  of  Compliance,  or  related 
papers,  either  in  the  form  on  file  with 
the  Commission  or  with  modifications. 
Where  an  FCC  form,  in  its  original  or 


modified  form,  gives  all  information  re¬ 
quired  to  be  recorded  under  section  111 
(d)(1)  of  the  Act,  nothing  in  the  regu¬ 
lation  precludes  the  system  from  record¬ 
ing  a  copy  in  the  Copyright  Office.  In 
such  a  case,  for  Copyright  Office  pur¬ 
poses  the  copy  should  be  prominently 
identified  as  an  “Initial  Notice  of  Iden¬ 
tity  and  Signal  Carriage  Complement” 
in  compliance  with  paragraph  (c)(i)  of 
the  new  regulation.  The  Office’s  record¬ 
ation  of  a  copy  of  an  FCC  form  is  not, 
however,  determinative  of  whether  all 
required  information  is  included.  Re¬ 
quests  or  directions  to  the  Copyright  Of¬ 
fice  to  secure  information  or  notices 
from  the  Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission,  or  mere  statements  that  the  re¬ 
quired  information  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission,  will  not  be  followed  or 
recorded. 

2.  Additional  information.  Comments 
from  copyright  owners  and  broadcast 
organizations  urged  that  the  regulation 
be  modified  to  require  the  recording  of 
various  items  of  information  not  referred 
to  in  the  proposal.  These  included  such 
matters  as;  identifying  and  classifying 
signals  as  independent  or  network,  local 
or  distant;  telephone  numbers  of  cable 
systems;  channel  numbers;  time  periods 
of  secondary  carriage;  dates  of  operation; 
and  special  information  pertaining  to 
substituted  programming. 

’The  Copyright  Office  has  considerable 
doubt  whether  it  has  statutory  authority 
to  require  such  information  in  initial 
notices  required  to  be  recorded  by  April 
18,  1977.  This  doubt,  coupled  with  the 
short  time  period  remaining  before  the 
initial  filing  deadline  and  the  desirability 
of  further  exploration  of  the  issues,  has 
led  us  to  conclude  we  cannot  require  the 
recordiitg  of  such  additional  information 
at  the  present  time.  This  conclusion  is, 
however,  limited  to  the  adoption  of  this 
interim  regulation.  It  is  possible  that  all 
or  part  of  this  information  should  be 
required  to  be  filed  in  supplemental  rec¬ 
ords  under  the  “further  information” 
clause  of  section  111(d)(1).  It  is  equally 
possible  that  all  or  part  of  such  infor¬ 
mation  should  not  be  required  until  the 
filing  of  accountings  under  section  111 
<d)(2).  These  are  serious  issues  to  be 
explored  in  the  further  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceedings  referred  to  earlier  and  no  in¬ 
ferences  or  grounds  of  argument  should 
be  drawn  from  our  present  action. 

3.  Required  information.  Copyright 
owners  and  broadcast  organizations  also 
urged  that  the  recording  of  information 
“suggested”  for  inclusion  in  cable  notices 
under  the  proposal  be  made  mandatory. 
For  reasons  similar  to  those  noted  in  the 
discussion  of  comments  directed  to  ad¬ 
ditional  information  (paragraph  (2)), 
we  have  concluded  that  we  are  not  now 
in  a  positiOTi  to  impose  requirements 
going  beyond  the  literal  language  of  the 
first  clauses  of  section  111(d)(1). 

^  We  have  also  concluded  that  the  “sug¬ 
gestions”  made  in  the  proposal  are  rea¬ 
sonably  ancillary  to  or  descriptive  of  the 
statutory  language,  and  should  be  re¬ 
tained  in  the  interim  regulation. 

4.  Location  of  primary  transmitters. 
A  number  of  comments  from  cable  sys¬ 


tems  urged  that  explicit  identification  of 
the  “location”  of  primary  transmitters 
not  be  required.  These  comments  assert 
that  the  location  of  primary  transmit¬ 
ters  can  be  obtained  by  the  Copyright 
Office  through  cross-referencing  pri¬ 
mary  transmitter  call  signs  to  trade  pub¬ 
lications  or  FCC  records.  However,  sec¬ 
tion  111(d)(1)  of  Pub.  L.  94-553 
expressly  requires  recordation  of  the 
“name  and  location”  of  primary  trans¬ 
mitters  in  the  Copyright  Office.  The  Of¬ 
fice  has  no  authority  to  modify  or  waive 
this  provision  and,  as  stated  earlier,  is 
not  charged  to  supplement  cable  system 
filings.  Accordingly,  the  regulation 
retains  the  statutory  language. 

5.  All-Band  FM  carriage.  Several 
comments  addressed  the  question  of  sig¬ 
nal  identification  when  FM  radio  signals 
are  carried  in  secondary  transmissions 
on  an  all-band  basis.  The  proposed  regu¬ 
lation  followed  the  statute  in  requiring 
“the  name  and  location  of  the  primary 
transmitter  or  primary  transmitters 
whose  signals  are  regularly  carried  by 
the  cable  system.”  Cable  systems  argued 
that  where  they  carry  the  entire  FM 
band,  specific  identification  of  individual 
FM  signals  is  rendered  virtually  impos¬ 
sible,  or  at  least  very  burdensome,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  intervention  of  changing 
technological,  climatic,  atmospheric  or 
jsimilar  conditions. 

’The  Copyright  Office  is  concerned 
about  the  issues  raised.  While  we  do  not 
wish  to  impose  unnecessarily  burden¬ 
some  tasks  upon  cable  systems,  we  can¬ 
not  vary  the  language  of  the  statute. 
Similarly  the  fact  that  FCC  filing  re¬ 
quirements  accept  a  simple  “all-band” 
statement  for  FM  signal  carriage  is  not 
itself  determinative  for  copyright  pur¬ 
poses.  For  example,  the  recording  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  copyright  law  are  clearly 
designed  to  allow  third-party  (copyright 
owner)  identification  of  the  carriage  of 
their  works  in  secondary  transmissions 
for  the  purposes  of  calculating  and 
claiming  compensation. 

One  cable  system  suggested  that  the 
all-band  problem  would  be  ameliorated 
by  requiring  cable  systems  to  identify 
only  those  FM  signals  “generally  receiv¬ 
able”  under  normal  conditions.  How¬ 
ever,  the  record  in  the  instant  proceed¬ 
ing  is  insufficient  for  the  purpose  of 
drawing  such  lines,  either  as  a  matter 
of  definition  (the  authority  for  which  is 
doubtful)  or  for  purposes  of  suggested 
inclusion.  Accordingly,  we  have  not  made 
any  special  provision  for  all-band  FM 
carriage.  Without  in  any  way  passing 
upon  whether  there  has  been  compliance 
with  the  Act,  the  Copyright  Office  will 
accept  for  recording  any  FM  identifica¬ 
tion  submitted. 

6.  Regular  carriage.  Several  copyright 
owners  and  broadcast  organizations  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  statement  in  the  preamble 
to  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
that  “identification  of  primary  trans¬ 
mitters  whose  signals  are  carried  on  a 
sporadic  basis,  such  as  under  the  pro¬ 
gram  substitution  rules  of  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  is  not  re¬ 
quired.”  They  asserted  that  cable  sys¬ 
tems  might  well  engage  in  the  consistent 
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or  '‘regular  carriage”  of  particular  pri¬ 
mary  transmitters  aa  a  sxibstitute  basis. 
Some  argued  that  identification  of  even 
“sporadically”  carried  signals  was  re¬ 
quired.  Cable  systems,  however,  took  the 
position  that  substituted  programming 
can  never  be  considered  “regularly 
carried.” 

The  controversy  appears  to  revolve 
around  the  issue  of  whether  the  word 
“regular”  has  a  categorical  meaning 
(e.g.,  as  opposed  to  “substituted”  car¬ 
riage)  ,  or  relates  simply  to  the  frequency 
or  consistency  of  a  carriage  of  any  sig¬ 
nal.  The  OflBce  is  not  in  a  position  to 
determine  this  issue  in  the  Instant  pro¬ 
ceeding.  (Similarly,  the  Office  cannot, 
under  the  statutory  language  and  pres¬ 
ent  record,  adopt  the  suggestion  of  one 
comment  that  it  draw  a  definition  of 
“regular  carriage”  for  radio  signals.)  The 
Interim  regulation  adopts,  without  inter¬ 
pretation,  the  language  of  the  statute. 

7.  Filing  fee.  Several  copyright  own¬ 
ers  noted  the  absence  of  a  filing  fee  from 
the  proposed  regulation.  They  expressed 
concern  that  the  Office  would  deduct  its 
administrative  expenses  under  the  regu¬ 
lation  from  statutory  royalties  to  be  later 
deposited  in  the  Office  by  cable  systems 
for  ultimate  distribution  to  copyright 
owners. 

The  absence  of  a  filing  fee  is  attributa¬ 
ble  to  the  lack  of  clear  authority  for  the 
imposition  of  such  a  requirement  for 
§  111  filings  before  January  1,  1978,  and 
the  absence  of  any  foreseeable  adminis¬ 
trative  expenses  of  slgnifican<5e  related 
to  the  recordation  of  notices  under  this 
regulation.  In  light  of  the  foregoing,  no 
implication  shotild  be  drawn  as  to  the 
question  of  filing  fees  or  deduction  of  ex¬ 
penses  with  respect  to  recordings  made 
after  January  1.  1918.  Additionally,  any 
expenses  attributable  to  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  present  regulation  before  that 
date  will  not  be  deducted  from  statutory 
royalties. 

8.  Miscellaneous  comments.  Several 
comments  urged  the  Office  to  provide 
printed  forms  for  use  by  cable  systems. 
Copyright  owners  favor  this  as  an  aid  to 
the  manageable  collation  and  identifica¬ 
tion  of  data.  The  Office  is  exploring  the 
possibility  of  printed  forms,  and  related 
questions  of  computerized  data  bases,  but 
cannot  take  final  action  at  this  time. 

One  comment  inquired  into  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  regulation  to  the  activities 
of  closed  circuit  television  systems  in 
educational  institutions  which,  as  part 
of  their  activities,  engage  in  secondary 
transmission  of  broadcast  signals  to 
dormatories,  classrooms,  auditoriums  or 
the  like.  The  regulation,  and  relevant 
section  of  the  Act,  are  only  applicable  to 
a  “cable  syst«n”  as  defined  in  §  111(f) 
of  Pub.  L.  94-553,  that  is.  to  a  facility  that 
“in  whole  or  in  part  receives  signals 
transmitted  or  programs  broadcast  by 
one  or  more  tele^ion  broadcast  stations 
licensed  by  the  Federal  Communications 
(Commission,  and  makes  secondary  trans¬ 
missions  of  such  signals  or  programs  by 
wires,  cables,  or  other  communications 
chaimels  to  subscribing  members  of  the 
public  who  pay  for  such  service.”  Re¬ 
transmission  facilities  that  do  not  fall 


within  this  definition  are  not  subject  to 
*the  recording  requirement  of  section  111 
(d)  and  its  implementing  regulation. 
Factual  or  other  determinations  as  to  the 
application  of  this  definition  to  any  par¬ 
ticular  activity  or  facility  are  beyond  the 
IMUVince  of  the  Copyright  Office. 

One  comment  questioned  the  sugges¬ 
tion  in  propKJsed  S  201.11(c)  (1)  that  the 
Initial  Notice  of  Identity  and  Signal  (Car¬ 
riage  include  the  name  and  address  “of 
the  cable  system.”  The  statute  permits 
cable  systems  to  choose  among  giving 
the  name  of  the  person  or  entity  which 
owns,  operates  or  primarily  controls  the 
system.  Given  these  alternatives,  the 
only  purpose  of  the  suggestion  was  to 
serve  as  an  aid  in  identification,  as  in 
the  related  suggestion  that  fictitious 
names  be  given.  The  comment  did  not 
object  to  the  fictitious  name  provision, 
and  accurately  points  out  that  in  many 
cases  there  will  be  no  meaningful  dis¬ 
tinction  between  a  fictitious  name  used 
by  the  owner  to  conduct  business,  and 
the  name  of  the  system.  The  proposed 
regulation  does  not  seek  mandatory  dis¬ 
closure  of  stockholders  or  parent  co¬ 
operations. 

One  comment  suggested  that  the  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  “name  of  the  community 
served  by  the  system”  in  proposed  $  201.- 
11(c)(1)  be  changed  to  the  “name  of 
the  community  or  communities  .  . 

No  objection  was  raised  to  this  in  the 
reply  comments,  and  it  appears  to  be  a 
worthwhile  clarification.  The  regulation 
has  been  modified  accordingly. 

In  view  of  the  statutory  deadline  of 
April  18,  1977  for  recordings  by  cable 
systems  already  in  operation,  the  regula¬ 
tion  is  effective  March  18,  1977.  Because 
the  Office  considers  the  regulation  as 
essentially  declaratory  of  the  Act,  any 
complying  notices  which  have  been  sub- 
mitt^  to  the  Office  before  publication 
will  be  recorded. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
proposed  regulation  is  adopted  with  the 
single  change  noted  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

Dated:  March  15, 1977. 

Barbara  Ringer, 
Register  of  Copyrights. 

Approved: 

William  J.  Welsh, 

Acting  Librarian  of  Congress. 

Part  201  of  37  CFR  chapter  n  is  smiend- 
ed  by  adding  a  new  §  201.11  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  201.11  Notices  of  identity  and  signal 
carriage  complement  of  cable  systems. 

(a)  Definitions.  (1)  An  “Initial  Notice 
of  Identity  and  Signal  Carriage  CTomple- 
ment”  is  a  notice  imder  section  111(d) 
(1)  of  Title  17  of  the  United  States  Code 
is  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-553  and  re¬ 
quired  by  that  section  to  be  recorded  in 
the  Copyright  Office  “at  least  one  month 
before  Uie  date  of  the  ccanmencement  of 
(^ratkHis  of  the  cable  system  or  within 
one  hundred  and  eight?  days  after 
(October  19,  1976),  whichever  is  later” 
for  any  secimdary  transmlssicm  by  the 
cable  system  to  be  subject  to  compulsory 
licensing. 


(2)  A  “Notice  of  Change  of  Identity  or 
Signal  Carriage  Complement’^ls  a  notice 
imder  section  111(d)(1)  of  Title  17  of 
the  United  States  Code  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L.  94-553  and  required  by  that  sec¬ 
tion  to  be  recorded  in  the  Copyright  Of¬ 
fice  “within  thirty  days  after  each  occa¬ 
sion  on  which  the  ownership  or  control 
or  the  signal  carriage  complement  of  the 
cable  system  changes”  for  any  secondary 
transmission  by  the  cable  system  to  be 
subject  to  compulsory  licensing. 

(b)  Forms.  The  Copyright  Office  does 
not  pro\ide  printed  forms  for  the  use  of 
persons  recording  Initial  Notices  or 
Notices  of  Change. 

(c)  Contents.  (1)  An  Initial  Notice  of 
Identity  and  Signal  Carriage  Comple¬ 
ment  shall  be  identified  as  such  by  prom¬ 
inent  caption  or  heading,  and  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  following: 

(1)  The  identity  and  address  of  the 
person  who,  or  entity  which,  owns  or  op¬ 
erates  the  cable  system  or  has  power  to 
exercise  primary  control  over  it.  It  is  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  “identity”  include  the 
legal  name  of  the  person  or  entity,  to¬ 
gether  with  any  fictitious  or  assumed 
name  used  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
the, business  of  the  cable  system,  and  that 
the  “address”  be  given  as  the  full  mailing 
address  of  that  person  or  entity.  It  is 
further  suggested  that  the  Notice  Include 
the  legal  name,  fictitious  or  assumed 
name  (if  any) ,  and  full  mailing  address 
of  the  cable  system  if  different  from  iiie 
above,  together  with  the  name  of  rhe 
commimlty  or  communities  served  by  the 
system. 

(il)  The  name  and  location  of  the  pri¬ 
mary  transmitter  or  primary  transmit¬ 
ters  whose  signals  are  regularly  carried 
by  the  cable  system.  It  is  suggested  that 
the  “name”  of  the  primary  transmitter 
be  given  by  station  call  sign,  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  brief  statement  of  the  type 
of  signal  carried  (for  example.  “TV”, 
“FM”  or  “AM”) ;  and  that  the  “location” 
of  the  primary  transmitter  be  given  as 
the  name  of  the  community  to  which  the 
transmitter  is  licensed  by  the  Federal 
Commimications  Commission  (in  the 
case  of  domestic  signals)  or  with  which 
the  transmitter  is  Identified  (in  the  case 
of  foreign  signals) . 

(2)  A  Notice  of  Change  of  Identity  or 
Signal  Carriage  Complement  shall  be 
clearly  identified  as  such  by  prominent 
caption  or  heading,  and  shall  include  the 
information  required  by  paragraph  (c) 
(1)  of  this  section.  It  is  suggest^  that 
the  notice  also  mclude  a  brief  statement 
of  the  nature  and  date  of  the  change 
which  occasioned  the  recording  of  the 
notice. 

(d)  Signature.  It  is  suggested  that  aU 
Initial  Notices  and  Notices  of  Change  be 
dated  and  that  they  contain  the  indi¬ 
vidual  signature  of  the  person  identified 
as  the  individual  person  who  owns  or 
operates  the  cable  system  or  has  power 
to  exercise  primary  control  over  it,  or 
by  a  duly  authorized  representative  of 
that  person;  or,  if  an  entity  is  Identified 
as  owning,  operating,  or  controlling  the 
system,  the  slgnatiu^  should  be  that  of 
an  officer  if  the  entity  is  a  corporation, 
or  a  partner  if  the  entity  is  a  partner¬ 
ship. 
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(e)  Recording  in  Copyright  Office.  (1) 
The  Copyrii^t  0£Bce  will  record  the  No¬ 
tices  described  in  this  section  by  plac¬ 
ing  th^  in  the  appropriate  public  files 
of  the  Office. 

(2)  Upon  request  and  payment  of  a 
fee  of  $3,  the  Copyright  Office  will  fur¬ 
nish  a  certified  receipt  for  any  such 
Notice. 

(17  U.S.C.  207,  and  under  the  following  sec¬ 
tions  of  Title  17  of  the  United  States  Code 
as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-553:  !S  111(d)(1); 
702) 

|FR  Doc.77-e347  Piled  3-17-77;8;45  am) 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  conteins  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[  16  CFR  Part  257  ] 

ADVERTISING  OF  CHILDREN’S  PREMIUMS 
ON  TELEVISION 

Rejection  of  Proposed  Guide 
AGENCY;  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION;  Rejection  of  Proposed  Guide. 

SUMMARY;  The  F^eral  'Trade  Com¬ 
mission  has  decided  not  to  adopt  a  pro¬ 
posed  guide  prohibiting  all  advertising 
directed  to  or  viewed  by  child  audiences 
which  contains  premium  offers  (offers  of 
toys,  prizes,  and  other  promotions  with 
the  purchase  of  various  products).  The 
Commission  will  continue  to  evaluate  the 
fairness  of  such  advertisements  on  an  in¬ 
dividual  basis. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  March  9,  1977. 

Statement  of  Reasons  for  Rejecting 

THE  Proposed  Guide  on  Television 

Advertising  of  Premiums  to  Children 

On  July  11,  1974,  the  Commission  pro¬ 
posed  a  guide  to  advertisers  which  would 
state  that  no  “premiums”  should  be  of¬ 
fered  in  child-directed  television  ad¬ 
vertising.'  Two  periods  for  comment 
followed.  During  the  first,  which  ex¬ 
tended  from  the  proposal  date  to  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1974,  the  Commission  re¬ 
ceived  in  excess  of  500  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  general.  During  the  second, 
from  July  7,  1975,  to  September  8,  1975, 
the  Commission  received  59  comments 
on  an  experimental  study  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  guide  and  on  a  proposed  alterna¬ 
tive.* 

The  Commission  has  carefully  con¬ 
sidered  the  study  and  the  comments, 
and  has  decided  not  to  adopt  the  pro¬ 
posed  guide.  The  Commission  has 
decided  to  take  this  action  because  facts 
available  to  the  Commission  at  this  time 
do  not  demonstrate  that  all  premium 
advertising  televised  to  child  audiences 
is  inherently  or  invariably  unfair  or 
-deceptive. 

Rejection  of  the  guide  does  not  imply 
that  such  advertising  is  not  subject  to 
abuse.  The  comments  and  studies  de¬ 
veloped  in  response  to  the  Commission’s 


>  39  FR  25505.  The  proposed  Guide  is  At¬ 
tachment  A  to  this  Statement. 

*40  FR  28489:  “Advertising  of  ChUdren’s 
Premluma  on  Television:  An  Experimental 
Evaluation  of  the  P.T.C.’s  Propos^  Guide,” 
by  Terence  A.  Shlmp,  Robert  F.  Dyer  and 
Salvatore  F.  Divlta  under  the  sponsorship 
of  the  George  Washington  University  School 
of  Government  and  Business  Administra¬ 
tion:  and  “Proposed  Standards  for  Advertis¬ 
ing  Premiums  on  ChUdren’a  Televtslon.’*  by 
the  Cracker  Jack  Division  of  Borden  Foods, 
Borden,  Inc. 


proposal  tend  to  establish  that  children, 
especially  young  children,  are  pcutic- 
ularly  vuhierable  to  television  advertis¬ 
ing.  The  Commission  will  continue  to 
monitor  television  advertising  directed 
to  children,  or  likely  to  have  a  special 
impact  on  them,  including  premium  ad¬ 
vertising. 

The  Commission  intends  to  judge  each 
advertisement  on  the  basis  of  the  par¬ 
ticular  circumstances.* 

I.  the  proposed  guide 

The  proposed  guide  would  have  pro¬ 
hibited  as  unfair  all  premium  offers  in 
television  advertising  when  a  majority 
of  the  audience  consisted  of  children. 
“Children”  are  defined  as  “under 
twelve  years  of  age.”  Essentially,  the 
proposed  guide  would  have  affected  ad¬ 
vertising  aired  during  Saturday  and 
Sunday  mornings  as  well  as  certain 
w’eekday  early  morning  and  after -school 
hours* 

For  the  purposes  of  the  proposed  guide, 
a  premium  is  defined  as  an  offer  of  a 
product  or  service  to  a  consumer  condi¬ 
tioned  upon  the  consumer’s  purchase  of 
another  product  or  service  or  upon  the 
performance  of  some  act  by  the  con¬ 
sumer.  Within  this  broad  definition, 
there  exist  numerous  well-recognized 
categories.  Premiums  may  be  free,  of¬ 
fered  with  the  primary  product  or  serv¬ 
ice  without  payment  of  additicmal  con¬ 
sideration,  or  they  may  be  “self-llquldat- 
ing,”  available  only  on  the  payment  of 
some  additional  sum  that  returns  part 
or  all  of  the  cost  of  the  premium  to  the 
seller.  Premiums  can  also  be  categorized 
by  method  of  distribution:  direct  pre¬ 
miums,  offered  in  or  on  the  package  con¬ 
taining  the  primary  product,  or  in  some 
other  fashion  at  the  primary  product’s 
point-of-purchase;  “maU-ins,”  distrib¬ 
uted  by  mail  upon  request,  often  with 
proof  of  purchase  required  and  often  cm 
a  self -liquidating  basis;  and  coupon  and 
trading  stamp  plans,  in  which  the  con¬ 
sumer  receives  coupims  or  stamps  re¬ 
deemable  for  merchandise.  A  reusable 
container  is  another  variety  of  premium. 
So  is  a  premium  conditioned  on  the  con¬ 
sumer’s  performance  of  some  act  other 


*  Recent  Commission  actions  concerning 
children's  advertising  Include  the  entry  ot 
consent  orders  prohibiting  the  xise  of  hero 
figures  in  televised  and  comic  book  vitamin 
advertising  directed  to  children,  Hudson 
Pharmaceutical  Corp..  FUe  No.  762  3054,  and 
television  commercial  portrayal  of  unsuper- 
vlsed  chUdren  near  or  participating  In  the 
cooking  of  food.  Uncle  Ben’s,  Inc.,  FUe  No. 
762  3122. 

*ARB,  Arbltron  Television  Market  Sum¬ 
mary,  18  vcUs..  February,  1976;  Barcua,  Tele¬ 
vision  In  the  Afternoon  Hours.  October.  1975 
(at  7-12)  (hereinafter  Barcus,  Aftenuxm). 


than  a  purchase,  such  as  a  “traffic  build¬ 
er”  premium  available  to  anyone  who 
visits  the  advertiser’s  store.* 

II.  PREVALENCE  OF  TELEVISION  ADVERTISING 
OF  PREMIUMS 

Premiums  are  not  uncommon  features 
of  child-directed  television  advertising. 
Winick.  in  a  sample  of  236  children’s  tele¬ 
vision  commercials,  found  that  8.5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  commercials  included  pre¬ 
mium  offers,  and,  ranking  the  premium 
message  by  degree  of  significance  within 
the  commercial,  reported  that  23.4  per¬ 
cent  of  cereal  commercials  accorded 
premiums  “twy  much”  significance  as 
did  18.8  percent  of  restaurant  commer¬ 
cials,  and  9.1  percent  of  enmehy  snack 
commercials.*  Atkin  found  premiums 
present  in  11  percent  of  network  com¬ 
mercial  on  a  Saturday  morning  during 
the  1972-73  season,  and  in  10  percent 
during  the  1973-74  season;  he  observed 
premiums  in  34  percent  of  all  cereal 
commercials  and  in  14  percent  of  com¬ 
mercials  for  othCT  edibles.*  The  Na¬ 
tional  Association  of  Broadcasters,  in 
its  own  monitoring  of  Saturday  morn¬ 
ing  and  early  afternoon  Saturday  net¬ 
work  programming  in  1974,  foimd  pre¬ 
miums  present  in  8.1  percent  of  the 
cwnmercials  aired.*  It  has  been  estimated 
that  more  than  $8  million  in  network 
advertising  revenues  alone  are  derived 
from  children’s  premium  commercials 
each  year.* 


^  This  enumeration  of  types  of  premiums  is 
intended  to  be  Ulustrative  and  not  exhaus¬ 
tive.  For  a  giossary  of  premium  terms  used 
within  the  industry,  see  Incentive  Marketing 
Pacts.  December,  1973,  at  302-33. 

*  Winick.  et  al..  Children’s  Television  Com¬ 
mercials:  A  Content  Analysia-^3  (1973).  It 
should  be  noted  that  the  figiues  cited  from 
Winick  do  not  necessarUy  reflect  the  role  of 
premiums  on  the  air,  since  the  figures  re¬ 
ferred  to  were  drawn  from  a  1971  sample  of 
commercials  from  advertising  agency  files 
rather  than  from  monitoring.  His  sample 
also  predated  the  effective  date  (October. 
1972)  of  the  National  Association  of  Brocul- 
casters  (NAB)  Guidelines  for  ChUdren's 
Premiums  and  Offers.  Nevertheless,  Winlck's 
figures  seem  to  be  generally  in  accord  with 
later  observations,  cited  infra. 

'  Appendix  to  Comment  of  Council  on 
Children.  Merchandising  and  Media,  at  2. 

■Comment  of  National  Association  ot 
Broadcasters  at  17. 

•Advertising  Age.  June  17,  1974,  at  124. 
Total  netwm’k  advertising  revenues  from 
children’s  programing  totalled  8104.3  mlllloa 
In  1973 — Pearce,  The  Eocrnmnlcs  ot  Children’s 
Television:  An  Assessment  of  the  Impact  of  a 
Reduction  in  the  Amount  of  Advertising  S 
(Fedcra'  Communications  Commission.  Juns^ 
1074) .  Cf.  Winick,  et  al..  ChUdren’s  Television 
Commercials  4  (New  York,  1973),  estimating 
total  televtslon  advertising  to  children  In 
1972  at  8184  million. 
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HI.  EVIDENCE  AND  COMMENTS  CX>NCERNING 
THE  PROPOSED  GUIDE 

The  arguments  for  adopting  the  pro¬ 
posed  guide  have  been  presented  In  a 
staff  statement  that  acccmipanled  the 
proposal  and  in  public  comments  on  the 
proposal.*®  The  essence  of  the  arguments 
in  favor  of  the  proposed  guide  is  that 
televised  premium  advertising  tends  to 
divert  the  child’s  attention  from  the 
merits  of  a  product  being  sold,  thus  en¬ 
couraging  the  purchase  of  unwanted  or 
inferior  products. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  guide  does  not  challenge  the  use 
of  premiums  per  se.**  Nor  would  it  pro¬ 
hibit  the  advertising  of  their  availability 
except  on  television.  It  is  the  view  of  the 
Commission  that  sufficient  evidence  has 
not  been  presented  that  would  support 
these  key  distinctions  that  Inhere  in  the 
guide. 

Stated  otherwise,  if  the  use  of  pre¬ 
miums  is  lawful,  then  the  advertising  of 
their  availability  would  not,  without 
more,  appear  to  be  unlawful.**  Similarly, 
if  advertising  were  deemed  lawful  in  me¬ 
dia  other  than  television,  there  would  be 
no  intuitive  basis  for  concluding,  without 
more,  that  the  use  of  television  would 
render  it  unlawful.  At  this  time  the  Com¬ 
mission  does  not  have  an  adequate  fac¬ 
tual  basis  to  support  the  distinctions 
drawn  in  the  proposed  guide  between 
premiums  and  their  advertising  or  be¬ 
tween  televised  premiums  advertise¬ 
ments  and  other  premium  offers. 

Although  the  Commission’s  staff  pre¬ 
sented  for  comment  several  arguments 
by  analogy  from  common  law  and  state 
statute  treatment  of  children  and  pre¬ 
miums  in  proposing  the  guide,  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  primary  concern  has  been  the 
availability  of  empirical  information  on 
the  effects  on  children  of  televised  pre¬ 
mium  advertising.  The  proceeding  solic¬ 
ited  reputable  research  or  other  evidence 
to  explore  the  proposition  that  television 
premium  advertising  causes  the  harm 
postulated  by  the  Initial  proposal. 

Unfortunately,  the  great  bulk  of  avail¬ 
able  evidence  concerns  the  more  general 
Issue  of  children’s  television  advertis¬ 
ing.**  It  does  not  sufficiently  elucidate 
the  particular  question  of  premiums. 

“39  FR  25506  et  seq.  (July  11,  1974); 
Docket  No.  218-19,  Public  Reference  Branch, 
Room  130,  Federal  Trade  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

“  See  the  conunents  of  Consumers  Union. 

“C/.  Virginia  State  Board  of  Pharmacy  v. 
Virginia  Citizens  Consumers  Council,  Inc., 

_ U.S. . 96  S.  Ct.  1817  (1976).  See  also. 

Capital  Broadcasting  Co.,  v.  Mitchell,  333  F. 
Supp.  582,  685-586  (D.D.C.  1971),  ad  d,  405 
U.S.  1000  (1972). 

“  WhUe  the  research  results  described  In 
this  section  represent  a  consensus,  no  such 
consensus  exists  on  the  poUcy  Implications  of 
those  findings,  even  among  the  authors  of 
the  research.  Robertson  and  Rosslter  feel 
that  different  policies  would  be  appropriate 
depending  on  which  of  two  theories  of  child 
development  Is  used  as  a  base.  If  children 
are  perceived  as  progressing  through  stages 
of  cognitive  devel<^ment  that  are  largely 
Independent  of  external  Influences  (a  theory 
usually  associated  with  the  Swiss  psychol¬ 
ogist.  Jean  Piaget),  then  Robertson  and 


CHILDREN’S  TELEVISION  ADVERTISING 
GENERALLY 

The  Commission’s  1971  advertising 
hearings  devoted  considerable  time  to 
children’s  advertising  practices,  but  the 
staff  report  oh  those  hearings  ctmcluded 
that  data  was  lacking.*®  Although  little 
additional  evidence  has  been  produced 
since  the  1971  hearings,  available  re¬ 
search  does  tend  to  support  the  general 
proposition  that  small  children  cannot 
be  expected  to  fully  imderstand  the  pur¬ 
pose  and  Import  of  teleiislon  commer¬ 
cials,  and  may  therefore  be  considered 
particularly  vulnerable  to  unfair  or  de¬ 
ceptive  television  advertising.  Although 
the  available  literature  could  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  exhaustive,  that  conclusion 
would  be  self-evident  to  most  persons  in 
light  of  their  everyday  experience  with 
small  children. 

More  specifically,  the  literature  tends 
to  support  the  conclusions  that  young 
children  (1)  fail  to  imderstand  the 
nature  and  profit-making  purpose  of 
television  commercials,**  (2)  tend  to  trust 
and  believe  television  advertising  Indls- 

Rossiter  suggest  that  restricting  the  amount 
and  form  of  advertising  to  wblch  children 
under  a  given  age  are  subjected  might  be  "a 
consistently  derived  conclusion."  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  ability  to  cope  with  televi¬ 
sion  advertising  d^ends  primarily  on  experi¬ 
ence  and  parental  teaching  (a  point  of  view 
they  describe  as  a  learning  theory  position), 
advertising  restrictions  would  not  be  called 
for.  Robertson  and  Rosslter,  infra  at  20. 

“  “The  issue  of  advertising  to  children  was 
one  of  the  most  Important  covered  in  the 
hearings.  The  weight  of  testimony  and  sup¬ 
porting  data  on  this  topic  far  outstripped 
any  other.  However,  as  our  review  in  this 
chapter  has  indicated,  there  Is  a  great  deal 
of  conflict  in  viewpoint,  and  little  hard  data 
which  can  be  used  in  resolving  it.  .  .  .  Lack 
of  understanding  as  to  bow  television  adver¬ 
tising  affects  the  child  has  been  a  major 
impediment  to  better  regulation  of  children’s 
television.”  J.  Howard  and  J.  Hulbert,  Adver¬ 
tising  and  the  Public  Interest:  A  staff  Report 
to  the  Federed  Trade  Commission  VI-29,  VI- 
31  (1973). 

“  See  Ward  and  Wackman,  “Effects  of  Tel¬ 
evision  Advertising  On  Consiuner  Socializa¬ 
tion,”  19-20  and  Tables  8-10  (Orant  OCD- 
CD-380.  Office  of  Child  Develc^ment,  UH. 
Department  of  Health,  Education  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  Sept.,  1973)  (hereinafter  cited  as  Ward 
and  Wackman,  “Socialization”).  See  Edso 
Blatt,  Spencer  and  Ward,  “A  Cognitive  De¬ 
velopmental  Study  of  Children's  Reactions 
to  Television  Advertising,”  and  Rubinstein, 
Comstock  and  Murray  (eds.),  ‘Television 
and  Social  Behavior,”  Vol.  IV,  at  462  (1972) 
(hereinafter  citMl  as  Blatt.  Spencer  and 
Ward);  Ward,  Reale  and  Levinson,  "Chil¬ 
dren's  Perceptions,  Explanations,  and  Judg¬ 
ments  of  Television  Advertising:  A  Further 
Exploration,”  Id.  at  468  (hereinafter  cited 
as  Ward,  Reale  and  Levinson);  Ward,  "Ef¬ 
fects  of  Television  Advertising  on  Children 
and  Adolescents,”  Id.  at  432  (hereinafter 
cited  as  Ward).  Ward  and  Wackman.  “Chil¬ 
dren's  Information  Processing  of  Television 
Advertising,”  in  Clarke  (ed.).  New  Models 
for  Mass  Commtmicatlon  Research  119,  124 
(1973)  (hereinafter  cited  as  Ward  and 
Wackman.  “Information”).  Sixty-three  per¬ 
cent  of  the  children  aged  6-8  sampled  by 
Ward  and  Wackman  supplied  responses  in¬ 
dicating  low  awareness  at  what  a  television 
commercial  Is  and  why  it  is  shown  on 
television. 


criminately,**  (3)  tend  to  recall  only 
simple,  concrete  elements  of  commer¬ 
cials,*’  (4)  have  difficulty  distinguishing 
commercials  from  programs,**  and  (5) 
tend  to  want  whatever  products  are  ad¬ 
vertised  on  television.**  Although  this  in¬ 
formation  therefore  leads  the  Commi.«:- 
sion  to  conclude  that  all  television  adver¬ 
tising  directed  to  children  should  be 
monitored  with  particular  attention,  and 
should  be  held  to  stricter  standard  of 
fairness  and  accuracy  than  advertising 
directed  to  adults,  it  does  not  necessarily 
follow  from  this  research  that  all  tele¬ 
vised  premium  advertising  directed  to 
children  is  inherently  unfair  or  decep¬ 
tive. 

Use  of  Premiums  on  Television 

The  effectiveness  of  premium  advertis¬ 
ing  as  a  technique  for  selling  to  children 
Is  evidenced  by  Its  very  ubiquity.  One 
commentator  concludes  that  “[blecause 
the  preschooler  is  probably  at  home  most 
of  the  time,  he  is  likely  to  accompany 
his  mother  to  the  store  and  to  exert  a 
considerable  role  at  the  point  of  pur¬ 
chase.  He  is  usually  especially  infiuen- 
tial  in  terms  of  ‘free’  premiums  that 


“Robertson  and  Rosslter,  In  "Children 
and  Commercial  Persuasion:  An  Attribution 
Theory  Analysis,”  1  J.  Consumer  Research 
13, 17  (June  1974)  (hereinafter  cited  as  Rob¬ 
ertson  and  Rosslter)  report  that  one  study 
of  first  graders  found  that  approximately 
two-thirds  of  the  sample  trust^  and  liked 
all  commercials.  See  also  Ward  and  Wack¬ 
man,  “Socialization,”  supra  note  12,  *at  16 
and  Tables  12-14;  and  Ward,  Reale,  and 
Levinson,  supra,  at  482-486. 

“See  Blatt,  Spencer  and  Ward,  sijpra,  at 
468;  Ward,  Reale  and  Levinson,  supra,  at 
480-^;  Ward  and  Wackman,  "Information,” 
supra,  at  121;  Bever,  Smith,  Bergen  and 
Johnson,  “Young  Viewers'  Troubling  Re¬ 
sponse  to  TV  Ads,”  Harv.  Bus.  Rev.  109-120 
(November-December,  1976);  and  Stephens 
and  Moore.  "Price  Accuracy  as  a  Consumer 
Skill,”  16  J’l  Adv'g  Res.,  No.  4  (Aug.  1975) 
27. 

“Ward  and  Wackman,  "Information.” 
supra,  at  125.  Seventy-nine  per  cent  of  Ward 
and  Wackman's  6-8  year  old  sample  exhib¬ 
ited  what  the  authors  describe  as  “low- 
level”  differentiation.  See  also.  Ward,  Reale 
and  Levinson,  supra,  at  474-76;  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  Children's 
Television  Report  and  Policy  Statement,  Dkt . 
No.  19142,  39  Fed.  Reg.  39396  (Nov.  6.  1974) 
at  21;  and  Wells,  “Children  as  Consumers,” 
In  Newman  (ed.).  On  Knowing  the  Consumer 
140  (1966). 

“  Ward,  Reale  and  Levinson,  supra,  at  482- 
86;  In  Robertson  and  Rosslter's  sample,  53.3 
per  cent  of  first  graders  and  26.7  per  cent 
of  third  graders  wanted  all  products  adver¬ 
tised.  Robertson  and  Rosslter.  supra,  at  17. 
In  the  Ward  and  Wackman  study,  66  per  cent 
of  kindergarten -age  children  wanted  “most 
things  they  show  on  TV  commercials.”  Ward 
and  Wackman,  “Socialization,”  supra,  at 
Table  19.  Cf.  Wells.  .“Communicating  With 
Children,”  6  J.  Advertising  Research,  No.  2, 
2,  8  (1965);  "The  older  children  also  seem 
to  have  learned  to  be  more  selective  (quite 
possibly  more  effective)  In  their  requests. 
After  five  or  six  years  of  being  told  'no,'  they 
no  longer  ask  for  everything  they  see.“  (Em¬ 
phasis  added).  Rosslter  and  Robertson, 
“Children's  TV  Commercials:  Testing  the 
Defenses,”  24  J.  of  Communication,  No  4 
(Autumn,  1974)  137,  142. 
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are  obtained  with  the  purchase  of 
products.”  *® 

Some  research  explicitly  on  the  effect 
of  premium  advertising  on  children  has 
been  conducted.""  although  it  is  scarce 
and  inconclusive.  The  empirical  data 
compiled  by  Professor  Charles  Atkin  of 
Michigan  State  University,  under  a  grant 
from  the  Office  of  Child  Development  of 
the  Department  of  Health.  Education 
and  Welfare,  does  tend  to  indicate  tliat 
premiums  play  a  role  in  children’s  at¬ 
tempts  to  persuade  their  mothers  to  buy 
one  product,  breakfast  cereal.^  In  inter¬ 
views  with  211  mothers  who  had  re¬ 
ported  that  their  children  did  ask  for 
cereals  seen  on  television.  47  percent  of 
the  mothers  said  their  children  gave  a 
premium  in  the  box  as  a  reason  for 
wanting  a  particular  brand.  In  respon.se 
to  a  follow-up  question  asking  whether 
their  children  ever  want  cereal  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  a  premium  in  the  box. 
an  additional  36  percent  responded  af¬ 
firmatively.®  Atkin  noted  that  premiums 
were  by  far  the  most  frequently  cited 
.reason  for  wanting  a  cereal  in  his  sur¬ 
vey.**  In  in-store  observations  of  410 
mothers  shopping  with  their  children. 
48  percent  of  all  child  cereal  requests  in¬ 
volved  mention  of  a  premium.  Atkin 
commented  that  the  48  percent  figure 
was  probably  an  understatement,  since 
it  could  not  take  into  account  children 
with  an  unexpressed  desire  for  the  pre¬ 
mium.  Atkin  concluded;  “The  findings 
from  interviews  and  observations  sug¬ 
gest  that  premiums  are  the  main  reason 

Wlnlck.  Williamson.  Chuzmlr  and  Win- 
Ick.  Children's  Television  Commercials:  A 
Content  Analysis.  40  (1973). 

Faber  and  Ward,  “An  A.ssessment  of  Chil¬ 
dren's  Abilities  to  Process  and  Comprehend 
Premium  Messages  In  Television  Commer¬ 
cials."  in  Working  Papers  for  “The  Effects 
of  Television  Advertising  on  Children:  An 
Evaluation  of  the  Literature,"  a  project  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  NSP,  (Nov.  1975). 

Atkin.  “Effects  of  Television  Advertising 
and  News  Programming,”  Office  of  Child  De¬ 
velopment  Grant  No.  OCD-CB-346(Cl)  (In 
progre.ss) ,  submitted  as  an  appendix  to  Com¬ 
ment  of  Council  on  Children.  Media  and 
Merchandising.  Page  numbers  will  refer  to 
pases  in  that  appendix,  as  submitted 

*>  Atkin,  supra,  at  5. 

-  ■-'»  Id.  Atkin  also  compared  children's  re¬ 
actions  to  two  filmed  commercials  for  the 
same  food  product,  identical  except  that  one 
contained  a  premium  offer  and  the  other 
did  not.  The  Impact  of  the  premium  in  that 
comparison  appeared  to  be  modest;  only  6 
percent  of  the  children  exposed  to  the  pre¬ 
mium  version  said  that  “kids  like  to  get 
(the  product)  in  the  food  store"  to  obtain 
the  premium,  as  opposed  to  84  percent  who 
gave  other  reasons  and  10  percent  who  did 
not  know'.  (One  percent  of  the  children  who 
saw  the  nonpremium  version  gave  premiums 
In  answer  to  the  query.  86  percent  gave  other 
reasons  and  13  percent  did  not  know.)  The 
children  exposed  to  the  premium  advertise¬ 
ment  expressed  a  greater  desire  to  possess 
the  product,  but  no  greater  Intent  to  ask 
for  it  in  the  store,  than  those  viewing  the 
nonpremium  commercial.  Atkin  suggests 
that  an  explanation  for  what  he  describes  as 
the  “general  lack  of  effects  In  the  experi¬ 
ment"  might  be  the  children's  previous  ex¬ 
posure  to  the  same  commercial,  thus  severly 
limiting  the  impact  of  a  single  additional 
exposure.  Id.  at  10-11.  Table  6. 


why  children  select  certain  cereals  in 
the  supermarket.  Premiums  are  the  most 
salient  factor  recalled  by  mothers,  and  a 
large  majority  of  the  mothers  agree  that 
their  children  base  cereal  requests  on  the 
premium  offered.  This  result  is  rein¬ 
forced  by  the  observation  of  actual  re¬ 
quests  in  the  supermarket,  where  almost 
half  of  all  reouest  incidents  explicitly  in¬ 
volved  reference  to  the  premium.”  ** 

Atkin  also  collected  data  that  could 
have  illuminated  the  question  whether 
premiums  actually  lead  children  to  pur¬ 
chase  inferior  or  unwanted  products,  but 
the  results  were  not  conclusive.  Although 
64  percent  of  the  mothers  sampled  said 
they  regarded  premiums  in  cereal  boxes 
as  “a  bad  thing."  19  percent  gave  reasons 
for  their  antagonism  that  reflected  ad¬ 
versely  on  the  characteristics  of  the 
product:  11  percent  said  their  children 
failed  to  eat  f-ereal  requested  on  the  basis 
of  premiums,  and  8  percent  said  the  ce¬ 
real  was  of  poor  quality.  However,  the 
reports  from  mothers  of  children  basing 
cereal  requests  on  premiums  indicated 
that  their  children  were  no  more  often 
disappointed  with  the  cereal  than  moth¬ 
ers  whose  children  made  nonpremium 
requests."  The  largest  single  reason  for 
hostility  to  premiums — 19  percent — was 
the  poor  quality  of  the  premiums  them¬ 
selves.*' 

In  addition  to  Atkin's  study,  empirical 
work  in  this  area  was  performed  by  Ron¬ 
ald  S.  Rubin,  of  Florida  Technological 
University."  Rubin  showed  two  different 
commercials  for  the  same  food  product 
to  two  groups  of  children;  the  commer¬ 
cials  were  similar  except  that  one  con¬ 
tained  a  premium  offer  while  the  other 
did  not.  In  comparing  the  children's  re- 

Atkin,  supra,  at  6.  Atkin  also  notes  that 
it  was  difficult  to  trace  premium-based  re¬ 
quests  directly  to  television  advertising,  al¬ 
though  the  children  seemed  familiar  with 
the  premium  offers  available  on  the  shelf; 
alternative  sources  for  that  familiarity,  he 
suggests,  could  be  direct  exposure  to  the 
package  or  communication  with  siblings  or 
friends. 

Id.  at  9  and  Table  4. 

='Id.  at  13.  In  a  comment  submitted  at  the 
request  of  DeHart  and  Broide,  Inc.,  public 
affairs  counsel  for  Cracker  Jack.  Burns  W. 
Roper.  President  of  the  Roper  Organization. 
Inc.,  did.  however,  offer  an  alternative  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  Atkin  data.  Roper  empha¬ 
sizes  the  portion  of  the  Atkin  study  dealing 
with  the  exposure  of  children  to  premium 
and  nonpremium  commercials,  and  discounts 
those  portions  dealing  with  the  reported  and 
observed  prominence  of  premiums  in  the 
cereal  requests  of  children  in  supermarkets 
and  mothers'  objections  to  premiums  based 
on  deficiencies  in  the  primary  product.  Roper, 
however,  suggests  no  reason  for  doubting  the 
validity  of  the  two  latter  sets  of  findings;  he 
simply  assigns  greater  weight  to  the  former. 
Atkins  remarks  that  the  comparison  between 
the  premium  and  nonpremium  commercials 
may  have  been  hampered  by  the  children's 
prior  exposure  to  those  advertisements. 

»  R.  Rubin.  A  Exploratory  Investigation  of 
Children's  Responses  to  Commercial  Content 
of  Television  Advertising  in  Relation  to  Their 
Stages  of  Cognitive  Development  (1972)  (un¬ 
published  doctoral  dissertation.  University  of 
Massachusetts).  The  Rubin  paper  was  cited 
in  a  comment  to  the  propos^  guide  (Com¬ 
ment  of  Leo  Burnett  n.S.A.  at  12).  although 
not  presented  in  its  entirety. 


actions  to  the  two  commercials.  Rubin 
reported  that  the  children  exposed  to 
the  premium  exhibited  confusion  over 
whether  the  commercial’s  purpose  was  to 
sell  the  product  or  the  premium  itself. 
With  respect  to  the  use  of  the  product. 
Rubin  concluded  that  while  the  viewers 
of  the  premium  commercial  seemed  to 
understand  the  use  of  the  food  product, 
they  “responded  as  if  the  toy  car  were  the 
product  and  the  responses  elicited  were 
with  regard  to  the  use  of  the  toy  car 
•  •  *.  Even  though  they  responded  to 
the  use  of  the  cereal,  the  emphasis  of  the 
response  was  on  the  using  of  the  car 
which  signified  that  the  product  was  in¬ 
deed  the  car  itself.”"  “lAls  for  the 
child’s  understanding  of  what  he  was 
supposed  to  want,  the  children  who 
viewed  the  produce-oriented  commercial 
understood  the  cereal  was  the  product 
sought,  whereas  those  who  viewed  the 
premium-oriented  situation  were  con¬ 
fused.  They  were  confused  between  the 
car  and  the  cereal.  They  had  no  clear 
understanding  of  exactly  what  the  mes¬ 
sage  wanted  them  to  want.”  * 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  the  pre¬ 
mium  commercial  Rubin  employed  in¬ 
terspersed  premium  and  product  mate¬ 
rial.  and  thus  may  have  devoted  more 
than  half  of  its  30  seconds  to  the  pre¬ 
mium.  In  any  case,  the  fact  that  the 
premium  segment  was  not  continuous 
would  have  violated  the  National  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Broadcasters  premium  guide¬ 
lines  (which  went  into  effect  after  Rubin 
collected  his  data.)  These  considerations 
qualify  to  some  extent  the  applicability 
of  Rubin’s  conclusions  to  present  pre¬ 
mium  commercials,  assuming  that  pres¬ 
ent  commercials  comply  with  the  NAB 
premium  guidelines.  In  addition,  the 
Commission  believes  that  the  size  of  the 
samples,  the  format  of  the  advertising, 
and  other  factors  might  also  qualify  the 
results. 

The  study  of  premiums  by  Shimp,  Dyer 
and  Divita  was  undertaken  specifically 
to  examine  the  proposed  Guide.  The  ex¬ 
perimenters  devised  four  30-second  com¬ 
mercials  for  a  mythical  cereal  product. 
Snappy  Fruit  Smacks.  One  devoted  all 
30  seconds  to  the  prcxluct  and  the  re¬ 
maining  three  divided  the  time  between 
a  premium  and  the  prcxluct  in  differing 
proportions  (10  seconds  premium/ 20 
seconds  product,  15  seconds  for  each, 
and  20  seconds  premium  ^10  seconds 
product).  Each  version  contained  the 
same  number  of  bits  of  information 
about  the  product  and  the  premium 
(except  for  the  all-pr(xluct  commer¬ 
cial,  of  course),  with  the  informa¬ 
tion  stretched  out  or  compressed  to 
fit  the  time  available.  The  commercials 
were  then  shown  to  a  sample  of  grade 
sch(x>l  children  made  up  of  first  and 
sixth  graders.  Afterwards,  a  test  was  ad¬ 
ministered  to  the  children  to  determine 
how  the  number  of  correct  answers  to 
questions  about  the  prcxluct  and  the  pre¬ 
mium  varied  with  the  format  of  the  com¬ 
mercial  and  the  age  of  the  children. 

3  Rubin,  supra  note  26.  at  110. 

»Id.  at  113. 

Supra,  note  2. 
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The  experiment  hypothesized  that,  if 
the  distraction  hypothesis  is  correct, 
children  seeing  the  no-premium  com¬ 
mercial  should  have  better  recall  of  the 
product.  This  was  not  borne  out  by  the 
results.  Furthermore,  the  experiment 
concluded  that  the  premium  offer  did 
not  create  a  more  favorable  attitude 
toward  the  brand  than  the  no-premiiun 
commercial,  and  did  not  prefer  the  ad¬ 
vertised  product  to  a  statistically  mean¬ 
ingful  extent  in  a  brand  choice  experi¬ 
ment.  They  did  find  some  correlations 
between  positive  attitudes  toward  the 
premium  and  brand  preferences  ratings 
for  the  product. 

This  study  is  interesting,  but  hardly 
definitive.  The  comments  which  analyzed 
the  research  in  detail  pointed  out  a 
variety  of  problems:  comparisons  were 
made  between  the  control  group  and 
each  experimental  group,  but  not  be¬ 
tween  the  control  group  and  the  entire 
experimental  population;  the  sample 
seems  to  have  been  biased  by  size,  age, 
income  and  sex,  toward  “no-effects”  re¬ 
sults;  the  comparison  of  a  fictional  cereal 
with  a  real  one  raises  serious  problems 
of  unknown  degree.  Other  problems  con¬ 
cerned  the  failure  to  correlate  results 
by  age,  and  failure  to  measure  the  at¬ 
tractiveness  of  the  premium  or  the  non- 
experimental  cereal 

CONCLUSION 

The  Commission  is  not  prepared  to 
conclude  at  this  point  that  the  facts 
support  a  finding  of  unfairness  or  de¬ 
ception  that  would  justify  a  per  se  rule 
against  all  child-directed,  televised  pre¬ 
mium  advertLsing.  The  Commission  is 
reluctant  to  conclude  that  the  probability 
of  consumer  dissatisfaction  with  a 
product  sold  with  a  premium,  and  truth¬ 
fully  depicted  in  a  child -directed  tele¬ 
vision  commercial,  is  so  great  that  no 
such  television  presentations  should  be 
permitted  under  any  circumstances. 

However,  the  evidence  accumulated 
during  this  proceeding  concerning  the 
vulnerability  of  children  to  television 
advertising  warrants  close  monitoring 
of  such  advertising.  The  Commission  will 
continue  to  act  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
and  will  give  particular  attention  to  the 
effects  on  children  of  the  advertising  of 
certain  kinds  of  products,  such  as  toys 
and  food,  which  account  for  the  vast 
bulk  of  all  advertising  directed  to  this 
segment  of  the  population.  Additionally, 
scrutiny  also  will  be  given  to  advertise¬ 
ments  which  could  have  a  particularly 
harmful  impact  on  children  although 
not  specifically  directed  to  them. 

There  are  distinct  advantages  in  pro¬ 
ceeding  on  a  case-by-case  basis  where,  as 
in  this  instance,  the  evidence  is  less  than 
clear-cut.  Particular  commercials  can 
present  more  concrete  facts  for  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  consideration.  As  a  result,  more 
specific  guidelines  may  emerge.  Further¬ 
more,  the  case  approach  is  especially 
well-suited  to  developing  information 


*!The  comments  of  Professors  Rossiter, 
Wackman,  Atkin,  and  Consumers  Union  were 
of  particular  interest. 
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about  the  effects  of  certain  types  of  ad¬ 
vertising  claims  and  techniques.  Given 
our  limited  resources,  such  data  will  en¬ 
hance  the  Commission’s  efforts  to  estab¬ 
lish  better  enforcement  priorities." 

Consequently,  the  proposed  guide  has 
been  rejected,  without  prejudice  to  the 
Commission  to  take  such  further  action 
as  should  be  warranted  by  the  facts  sur¬ 
rounding  particular  advertisements. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission  dated 
March  9, 1977. 

John  F.  Dugan, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-8238  Filed  3-17-77; 8; 45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17CFR  Parts  210,  240  ] 

I  Release  No.  34-13309) 

LIFE  INSURANCE  COMPANIES 

Quarterly  Reporting  Requirements; 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-6945  appearing  at  page 
13122  in  the  Federal  Register  of  March 
9,  1977,  Item  2  of  tlie  amendatory  ma¬ 
terial  in  column  3  relating  to  §5  240.13a- 
13  and  240.15d-13  is  corrected  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  instructions  and  the  codified  ma¬ 
terial  thereunder: 

2.  In  Part  240,  §§  240.13a-13  and  240.- 
15d-13  would  be  amended  by  revising 
paragraplis  ( c  >  <  1  >  thereof  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  240. 13a— 13  Quarterly  reports  on 
Form  10— Q  (§  249,308a  €*f  this 
eliapter). 

***** 

(C)  *  *  • 

«1)  Life  insurance  companies  and 
holding  companies  having  only  life  in¬ 
surance  subsidiaries  for  quarters  in  fiscal 
years  ending  on  or  before  December  25, 
1978,  if  they  do  not  meet  the  tests  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  <t)  <  1)  (i)  of  §  210.3-16; 
o** 

*  *  «  «  * 

§  240. 15<l— 1,3  Quarterly  reports  on  Form 
10— Q  (§  249.308a  of  this  chapter). 

•  *  *  *  *  , 

(C)  *  •  * 

<1)  Life  insurance  companies  and 
holding  companies  having  only  life  in¬ 
surance  subsidiaries  for  quarters  in  fiscal 
years  ending  on  or  before  December  25, 
1978,  if  they  do  not  meet  tlie  tests  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (t)  <  1)  (i)  of  §  210.3-16; 
or 


George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  10, 1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-8016  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am) 


"  Current  research  under  the  sponsorship 
of  the  National  Science  Foundation  concern¬ 
ing  the  effects  of  TV  advertising  on  children, 
an  undertaking  encour.iged  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  recognizes  the  need  to  link  research 
objectives  more  closely  with  regulatory  con- 
sideration.s. 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Parts  1  and  3  ] 

I  Doc.  No.  RM77-41 

OBSERVATION  OF  COMMISSION  MEET¬ 
INGS  AND  EX  PARTE  COMMUNICA¬ 
TIONS 

INGAA  Comments  Accepted 

March  11, 1977, 

On  November  15,  1976,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  in  Docket  No.  RM77-4,  (pub¬ 
lished  November  29,  1976,  41  FR  52303), 
calling  for  comments  in  writing  by  Jan¬ 
uary  5,  1977.  By  notice  issued  December 
30,  1976,  the  date  was  extended  to  and 
including  January  26,  1977.  On  February 
4,  1977,  the  Interstate  Natural  Gas  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  America  (INGAA),  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  requesting  acceptance  of  their  late- 
filed  comments  in  the  above-designated 
proceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  INGAA’s  comments  are  ac¬ 
cepted  as  timely  filed. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc .77-7972  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am) 

[18  CFR  Parts  2,  3.  33,  34.  35,  101,  104, 

125,  131,  141,  154,  201,  204,  260] 
|Doc.  No.  RM77-11I 
EDITORIAL  CHANGES 

Corrections,  Minor  Revisions,  and  Clarifi¬ 
cations;  Extension  of  Time  Denied 

March  11, 1977. 

On  March  7,  1977,  the  Salt  River  Proj¬ 
ect  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the  time  for 
filing  comments  to  the  proposed  rule- 
making  issued  February  22,  1977  (Pub¬ 
lished  3-2-77,  42  FR  12072) ,  in  the  above 
designated  matter.  The  comment  date 
was  established  so  that  a  final  order 
could  be  issued  before  the  April  1,  1977, 
date  for  revising  Title  18  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  extension  of  time  in  the 
above  matter  is  denied.  ’This  denial,  of 
course,  does  not  preclude  any  interested 
person  from  notifying  the  Commission  of 
any  apparent  t^hnical  errors  which 
may  appear  in  the  published  volumes  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc.77-7971  Filed  3-17-77;8;45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[  28  CFR  Part  16  ] 

I  Order  No.  701-77 1 

PRODUCTION  OR  DISCLOSURE  OF 
INFORMATION 

Exemption  of  Records  Systems  Under  the 
Privacy  Act 

AGENCY ;  Department  of  Justice. 
ACTION :  Proposed  Regulation. 

SUMMARY :  The  Department  of  Justice 
proposes  to  issue  regulations  exempting 
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systems  of  records  maintained  by  tlie  Tax 
Division  from  provisions  of  the  Privacy 
Act  of  1974,  5  U.S.C.  552a.  for  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  propased  exemption 
notice. 

Persons  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
proposed  exemptions  may  address  their 
comments  in  writing  to  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Counsel.  Office  of  Management  and 
Finance.  Department  of  Justice.  10th 
and  Constitution  Avenue.  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton.  D  C.  20530.  All  comments  must  be 
received  by  April  18.  1977.  No  oral  hear¬ 
ings  are  contemplated.  Comments  will 
be  available  for  inspection  in  Room  1266. 
Main  Justice  Building.  10th  and  Consti¬ 
tution  Avenue.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
For  further  information  contact  Harry 
Gastley.  739-5361. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552a  (j>(2)  and  (k)  (1)  and  (2),  the 
Department  of  Justice  proposes  to  issue 
regulations  exempting  two  systems  of 
records  maintained  by  the  Tax  Division. 
JUSTICE/TAX-001  (Tax  Division  Cen¬ 
tral  Classification  Cards.  Index  Docket 
Cards,  and  Associated  Records — Crimi¬ 
nal  Tax  Cases)  and  JUSTICE/TAX-005 
•Tax  Division  Special  Projects  Files* 
from  subsections  (c)  (3)  and  (4) ;  (d) 
<1).  (2).  (3)  and  (4);  (e)  (1).  (2).  (3*. 
(4)  (G).  (H).  (I).  (5)  and  (8);  (f)  and 
(g»  of  5  U.S.C.  552a.  Regulations  are 
also  proposed  exempting  a  system  of 
records.  JUSTICE/TAX-002  (Tax  Divi¬ 
sion  Central  Classification  Cards.  Index 
Docket  Cards,  and  Associated  Records — 
Civil  Tax  Cases)  from  subsections  (c* 
(3>;  (d)  (1).  (2).  (3).  (4);  (e)  (1*. 
(4)  (G).  (H),  (I)  and  (f)  of  5  U.S.C. 
552a.  Finally,  regulations  are  proposed 
exempting  a  system  records.  JUSTICE/ 
TAX-004  (Tax  Division  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation — Privacy  Act  Pile  Requests) 
from  subsections  (c)  (3).  (d)(1).  (d)  (2). 
(d)(3).  (d)(4).  (e)(1).  (e)(4)(G).  (e) 
(4)(H).  (e)(4)  (I)  and  (f)  of  5  U.S.C. 
552a. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  5  U.S.C.  552a  (j)  and  (k).  and  as 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 
5  16.93  of  Subpart  E  of  Part  16  of  Chap¬ 
ter  I  of  Title  28.  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations.  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  16.93  Exemption  of  Tax  Division  Sys¬ 
tems— limited  aeri^. 

<a>  The  following  systems  of  records 
are  exempted  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  5  U.S.C.  552a(j)(2)  from  subsections 
(c>(3».  (c)(4).  (d)(1).  (d)(2).  (d><3). 
(d)(4>.  (e)(1).  (e)(2).  (e)(3),  (e)(4) 
(G).  (e)(4)(H).  (e)(4)(I).  (e)(5).  (e' 
(8».  (f)  and  (g)  of  5 U.S.C. 552a: 

<  1 »  Tax  Division  Central  Classification 
Cards.  Index  Docket  Cards,  and  Associ¬ 
ated  Records — Criminal  Tax  Cases  ( JUS¬ 
TICE/TAX-001 )— Limited  Access. 

(2»  Tax  Division  Special  Projects  Files 
( JUSTICE /TAX-005)— Limited  Access. 

These  exemptions  apply  to  the  extent 
that  information  in  these  systems  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  exemption  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552a(j)(2). 

(b)  The  systems  of  records  listed  under 
paragraphs  (a)(1)  and  (a)(2)  of  this 
section  are  exempted  for  the  reasons  set 


forth  below,  from  the  following  provi¬ 
sions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a: 

(1»  (c»(3».  The  release  of  the  dis¬ 
closure  accounting,  for  disclosures  made 
pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of  the  Act. 
including  those  permitted  under  the 
routine  uses  published  for  those  systems 
of  records,  would  enable  the  subject  of 
an  investigation  of  an  actual  or  poten¬ 
tial  criminal  tax  case  to  determine 
whether  he  or  she  is  the  subject  of  in¬ 
vestigation.  to  obtain  valuable  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  nature  of  that  in¬ 
vestigation  and  the  information  ob¬ 
tained,  and  to  determine  the  identity  of 
witnes.ses  or  informants.  Such  access  to 
investigative  information  would,  accord¬ 
ingly.  present  a  serious  Impediment  to 
law  enforcement.  In  addition,  disclosure 
of  the  accounting  would  constitute  notice 
to  the  individual  of  the  existence  of  a 
record  even  though  such  notice  require¬ 
ment  under  subsection  (f)  (1)  is  specifi¬ 
cally  exempted  for  these  systems  of 
records. 

(2)  (c)  (4) .  Since  an  exemption  is  be¬ 
ing  claimed  for  subsection  (d)  of  the  Act 
(Access  to  Records)  this  subsection  is  in¬ 
applicable  to  the  extent  that  these  sys¬ 
tems  of  records  are  exempted  from  sub¬ 
section  (d). 

(3)  (d)(1);  (d)(2);  (d)(3);  (d>(4). 
Access  to  the  records  contained  in  these 
systems  would  inform  the  subject  of  an 
actual  or  potential  criminal  tax  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  existence  of  that  investi¬ 
gation.  of  the  nature  and  scope  of  the 
information  and  evidence  obtained  as  to 
his  or  her  activities,  and  of  the  identity 
of  witnesses  or  informants.  Such  access 
would,  accordingly,  provide  information 
that  could  enable  the  subject  to  avoid 
detection,  apprehension  and  prosecution. 
This  result,  therefore,  would  constitute 
a  serious  impediment  to  effective  law  en¬ 
forcement  not  only  because  it  would  pre¬ 
vent  the  successful  completion  of  the 
investigation  but  also  because  it  could 
endanger  the  physical  safety  of  witnesses 
or  informants,  lead  to  the  improper  in¬ 
fluencing  of  witnesses,  the  destruction 
of  evidence,  or  the  fabrication  of  testi¬ 
mony. 

(4)  (e)(1).  The  notices  for  these  sys¬ 
tems  of  records  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  set  forth  the  basic  statutory 
or  related  authority  for  maintenance  of 
these  systems.  However,  in  the  course  of 
criminal  tax  and  related  law  enforcement 
investigations,  cases,  and  matters,  the 
Tax  Division  will  occasionally  obtain  in¬ 
formation  concerning  actual  or  potential 
violations  of  law  that  may  not  be  tech¬ 
nically  within  its  statutory  or  other  au¬ 
thority  or  may  compile  information  in 
the  course  of  an  investigation  which  may 
not  be  relevant  to  a  specific  prosecution. 
In  the  interests  of  effective  law  enforce¬ 
ment.  it  is  necessary  to  retain  some  or  all 
of  such  information  in  these  systems  of 
records  since  it  can  aid  in  establishing 
patterns  of  criminal  activity  and  can 
provide  valuable  leads  for  federal  and 
other  law  enforcement  agencies. 

( 5  >  ( e )  •  2  > .  In  a  criminal  tax  investiga¬ 
tion  or  prosecution,  the  requirement  that 
information  be  collected  to  the  greatest 
extent  practicable  from  the  subject  in¬ 


dividual  would  present  a  serious  impedi¬ 
ment  to  law  enforcement  because  the 
subject  of  the  investigation  or  prosecu¬ 
tion  would  be  placed  on  notice  as  to  the 
existence  of  the  investigation  and  would 
therefore  be  able  to  avoid  detection  or 
apprehension,  influence  witnesses  im¬ 
properly,  destroy  evidence,  or  fabricate 
testimony. 

(6)  (e)(3).  The  requirement  that 
individuals  supplying  information  be 
provided  with  a  form  stating  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  subsection  (e)(3)  would 
constitute  a  serious  impediment  to  law 
enforcement  in  that  it  could  compromise 
the  existence  of  a  confidential  investiga¬ 
tion  or  reveal  the  identity  of  witnesses 
or  confidential  informants. 

(7)  (e)(4)  (G)  and  (H).  Since  an  ex¬ 
emption  is  being  claimed  for  subsections 
(f)  (Agency  Rules)  and  (d)  (Access  to 
Records)  of  the  Act  these  subsections  are 
inapplicable  to  the  extent  that  these 
systems  of  records  are  exempted  from 
subsection  (f)  and  (d). 

(8)  (e)(4)  (I).  The  categories  of 
sf  .urces  of  the  records  in  the  systems  have 
been  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
in  broad  generic  terms  in  the  belief  that 
this  is  all  that  subsection  (e)(4)  (I)  of 
the  Act  requires.  In  the  event.  ho<vever. 
that  this  subsection  should  be  inter¬ 
preted  to  require  more  detail  as  to  the 
identity  of  sources  of  the  records  in  these 
systems,  exemption  from  this  provision 
is  necessary  in  order  to  protect  the  con¬ 
fidentiality  of  the  sources  of  criminal  tax 
and  related  law  enforcement  informa¬ 
tion.  Such  exemption  is  further  necessary 
to  protect  the  privacy  and  physical  safety 
of  witnesses  and  informants. 

(9)  (e)(5).  In  the  collection  of  in¬ 
formation  for  criminal  tax  enforcement 
purposes  it  is  impossible  to  determine  in 
advance  what  information  is  accurate, 
relevant,  timely,  and  complete.  With  the 
passage  of  time,  seemingly  irrelevant  or 
untimely  information  may  acquire  new 
significance  as  further  investigation 
brings  new  details  to  light.  Furthermore, 
the  accuracy  of  such  information  can 
often  only  be  determined  in  a  court  of 
law.  The  restrictions  of  subsection  (e> 
(5)  would  restrict  the  ability  of  govern¬ 
ment  attorneys  in  exercising  their  judg¬ 
ment  in  reporting  on  information  and  in¬ 
vestigations  and  impede  the  development 
of  criminal  tax  information  and  related 
data  necessary  for  effective  law  enforce¬ 
ment. 

( 10)  (e)  (8) .  The  individual  notice  re¬ 
quirements  of  subsection  (e)(8)  could 
present  a  serious  impediment  to  law  en¬ 
forcement  as  this  could  interfere  with 
the  ability  to  issue  warrants  or  subpoenas 
and  could  reveal  investigative  techniques, 
procedures,  or  evidence. 

(11)  (f».  Procedures  for  notice  to  an 
individual  pursuant  to  subsection  (f)(1) 
as  to  the  existence  of  records  pertaining 
to  him  dealing  with  an  actual  or  poten¬ 
tial  criminal  tax.  civil  tax.  or  regulatory 
investigation  or  prosecution  must  be  ex¬ 
empted  because  such  notice  to  an  indi¬ 
vidual  would  be  detrimental  to  the  suc¬ 
cessful  conduct  and/or  completion  of  an 
investigation  or  prosecution  pending  or 
future.  In  addition,  mere  notice  of  the 
fact  of  an  investigation  could  inform  the 
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subject  or  others  that  their  activities  are 
under  or  may  become  the  subject  of  an 
investigation  and  could  enable  the  sub¬ 
jects  to  avoid  detection  or  apprehension, 
to  influence  witnesses  improperly,  to 
destroy  evidence,  or  to  fabricate  testi¬ 
mony. 

Since  an  exemption  is  being  claimed  for 
subsection  <d)  of  the  Act  (Access  to 
Records)  the  rules  require  pursuant  to 
subsection  (f)  (2)  through  (5)  are  in¬ 
applicable  to  these  systems  of  records 
to  the  extent  that  these  systems  of  rec¬ 
ords  are  exempted  from  subsection  <d). 

(12)  (g).  Since  an  exemption  is  being 
claimed  for  subsections  (d)  (Access  to 
Records)  and  <f)  (Agency  Rules)  this 
section  is  inapplicable,  and  is  exempted 
for  the  reasons  set  forth  for  those  sub¬ 
sections,  to  the  extent  that  these  systems 
of  records  are  exempted  from  subsections 

(d)  and  (f). 

(c)  The  following  system  of  records  is 
exempted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
5  U.S.C.  552a(k)(2)  from  subsections 

(c)(3),  (dXl),  (d)(2),  <d)(3),  (d)(4), 

(e) (1),  (e)(4)(G),  (e)(4)(H),  (e)(4) 

(I)  and  <f )  of  5  U.S.C.  552a: 

( 1 )  Tax  Division  Central  Classification 
Cards,  Index  Docket  Cards,  and  Associ¬ 
ated  Records — Civil  Tax  Cases  (JUS¬ 
TICE/TAX-002) — Limited  Access. 

These  exemptions  apply  to  the  extent 
that  information  in  this  system  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  exemption  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552a(k) (2). 

(d)  The  system  of  records  listed  under 
paragraph  (c)(1)  is  exempted  for  the 
reasons  set  forth  below,  from  the  follow¬ 
ing  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a: 

(1)  (c)(3).  The  release  of  the  dis¬ 
closure  accounting,  for  disclosures  made 
pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of  the  Act, 
including  those  permitted  under  the 
routine  uses  published  for  this  system 
of  records,  would  enable  the  subject  of 
an  investigation  of  an  actual  or  poten¬ 
tial  civil  tax  case  to  determine  whether 
he  or  she  is  the  subject  of  investigation, 
to  obtain  valuable  information  concern¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  that  investigation  and 
the  information  obtained,  and  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  identity  of  witnesses  or  infor¬ 
mants.  Such  access  to  investigative 
information  would,  accordingly,  present 
a  serious  impediment  to  law  enforce¬ 
ment.  In  addition,  disclosure  of  the  ac¬ 
counting  would  constitute  notice  to  the 
individual  of  the  existence  of  a  record 
even  though  such  notice  requirement 
under  subsection  (f)(1)  is  specifically 
exempted  for  this  system  of  records. 

(2)  (d)(1):  (d)(2):  ‘d)(3):  (d)(4). 
Access  to  the  records  contained  in  this 
system  would  inform  the  subject  of  an 
actual  or  potential  civil  tax  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  existence  of  that  investiga¬ 
tion.  of  the  nature  and  scope  of  the  in¬ 
formation  and  evidence  obtained  as  to 
his  or  her  activities  and  of  the  identity 
of  witnesses  or  informants.  Such  access 
would,  accordingly,  provide  information 
that  could  enable  the  subject  to  avoid 
detection.  This  result,  therefore,  would 
constitute  a  serious  impediment  to  ef¬ 


fective  law  enforcement  not  only  be¬ 
cause  it  would  prevent  the  successful 
completion  of  the  investigation  but  also 
because  it  could  endanger  the  physical 
safety  of  witnesses  or  informants,  lead 
to  the  improper  influencing  of  witnesses, 
the  destruction  of  evidence,  or  the  fabri¬ 
cation  of  testimony. 

(3)  (e)(1).  The  notices  for  this  sys¬ 
tem  of  records  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  set  forth  the  basic  statutory  or 
related  authority  for  maintenance  of 
this  system.  However,  in  the  course  of 
civil  tax  and  related  law  enforcement 
investigations,  cases  and  matters,  the 
Tax  Division  will  occasionally  obtain 
information  concerning  actual  or  poten¬ 
tial  violations  of  law  that  are  not  strictly 
or  technically  within  its  statutory  or 
other  authority  or  may  compile  infor¬ 
mation  in  the  course  of  an  investigation 
which  may  not  be  relevant  to  a  specific 
case.  In  the  interests  of  effective  law  en¬ 
forcement,  it  is  necessary  to  retain  some 
or  all  of  such  information  in  this  system 
of  records  since  it  can  aid  in  establish¬ 
ing  patterns  of  tax  compliance  and  can 
provide  valuable  leads  for  federal  and 
other  law  enforcement  agencies. 

(4)  (e)(4)  (G)  and  (H).  Since  an 
exemption  is  being  claimed  for  subsec¬ 
tions  (f)  (Agency  Rules)  and  (d) 
(Access  to  Records)  of  the  Act  these 
subsections  are  inapplicable  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  this  system  of  records  is  ex¬ 
empted  from  subsection  (f)  and  (d). 

(5)  (e)(4)  (I).  The  categories  of 
sources  of  the  records  in  this  system 
have  been  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  in  broad  generic  terms  in  the  belief 
that  this  is  all  that  subsection  (e)  (4)  (I) 
of  the  Act  requires.  In  the  event,  how¬ 
ever,  that  this  subsection  should  be  in¬ 
terpreted  to  require  more  detail  as  to 
the  identity  of  sources  of  the  records  in 
this- system,  exemption  from  this  pro¬ 
vision  is  necessary  in  order  to  protect  the 
confidentiality  of  the  sources  of  civil  tax 
and  related  law  enforcement  informa¬ 
tion.  Such  exemption  is  further  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  the  privacy  and  physical 
safety  of  witnesses  and  informants. 

(6)  (f).  Procdures  for  notice  to  an  in¬ 
dividual  pursuant  to  .subsection  (f)(1) 
as  to  existence  of  records  pertaining  to 
the  individual  dealing  with  an  actual 
or  potential  criminal  tax,  civil  tax,  or 
regulatory  investigation  or  prosecution 
must  be  exempted  because  such  notice  to 
an  individual  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
successful  conduct  and/or  completion  of 
an  investigation  or  ca.se,  pending  or  fu¬ 
ture.  In  addition,  mere  notice  of  the  fact 
of  an  investigation  could  inform  the  sub¬ 
ject  or  others  that  their  activities  are 
under  or  may  become  the  subject  of  an 
investigation  and  could  enable  the  sub¬ 
jects  to  avoid  detection,  to  influence  wit¬ 
nesses  improperly,  to  destroy  evidence, 
or  to  fabricate  testimony. 

Since  an  exemption  is  being  claimed 
for  subsection  (d)  of  the  Act  (Access  to 
Records)  the  rules  required  pursuant  to 
subsection  (f)  (2)  through  (5)  are  in¬ 
applicable  to  this  system  of  records  to 


the  extent  that  this  system  of  records  is 
exempted  from  subsection  (d). 

(e)  The  following  system  of  records  is 
exempted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
5  U.S.C.  552a(j)(2)  from  subsections 

(c) (3),  (c)(4),  (d)(1),  (d)(2),  (d)(3), 

(d) (4),  (e)(1),  (e)(2),  (e)(3),  (e)(4) 

(G),  (e)(4)(H),  (e)(4)(I),  (e)(5). 

(e) (8),  (f)  and  (g)  of  5  U.S.C.  552a:  in 
addition,  the  follow’ing  system  of  records 
is  exempted  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  5  U.S.C.  552a(k)(2)  from  subsections 
(c)(3),  (d)(1),  (d)(2),  (d)(3),  (d)(4), 
(e)(1),  (e)(4)(G),  (e)(4)(H),  (e)(4)  (I) 
and  (f)  of  5  U.S.C.  552a: 

( 1 )  Tax  Division  FYeedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion — Privacy  Act  Request  Files  (JUS¬ 
TICE/TAX-004). 

(2)  Tliese  exemptions  apply  only  to 
the  extent  that  the  records  contained  in 
this  system  have  been  obtained  from 
other  systems  of  records  maintained  by 
the  Tax  Division  for  which  exemptions 
from  one  or  more  of  the  foregoing  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  have 
been  promulgated.  The  exemption 
claimed  for  this  system  of  records  ap¬ 
plies  only  to  records  obtained  from  such 
other  Tax  Division  systems  and  only  to 
the  same  extent  as  the  records  contained 
in  such  other  systems  have  been  ex¬ 
empted. 

(f)  The  system  of  records  listed  under 
paragraph  (e)(1)  of  this  section  is  ex¬ 
empted  for  the  following  reasons: 

( 1 )  In  the  course  of  pr(x:essing  requests 
for-  records  pursuant  to  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552)  or  for 
access  or  correctitm  of  records  pursuant 
to  the  Privacy  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552a),  it  is 
frequently  necesary  to  search  for  records 
in  systems  of  records  for  which  exemp¬ 
tions  have  been  claimed  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552a  (j)  or  (k).  When  records  are 
l(x:ated  in  said  systems,  it  is  frequently 
necessary  to  prepare  copies  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  consulting  with  agency  personnel 
or  with  other  agencies,  either  with  regard 
to  determining  whether  or  to  what  ex¬ 
tent  the  records  should  be  disclosed,  or 
access  provided,  or  correction  made  or 
denied,  or  with  regard  to  review  in  the 
event  of  administrative  appeal  or  judicial 
review. 

(2)  If  records  otherwise  exempt  pur¬ 
suant  to  published  rules  should  lose  their 
exempt  character  when  taken  from  such 
exempt  systems  for  the  purpose  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act  and  the  Privacy  Act  in  review¬ 
ing  such  records  and  making  determi¬ 
nation  with  regard  to  disclosure,  access, 
and  correction,  the  purpose  of  Ihe  Pri¬ 
vacy  Act  in  providing  such  exemptions, 
and  of  the  Department  of  Justice  in 
claiming  such  exemptions  would  be  de¬ 
feated  and  nullified.  The  proper,  effi¬ 
cient,  and  timely  processing  of  citizens’ 
requests  pursuant  to  said  Acts  would  be 
hindered  and  impeded. 

Dated:  March  11, 1977. 

Griffin  B.  Bell, 

Attorney  General. 

|FR  Doc.77-7986  Filed  3-17-77; 8:45  am| 
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[  28  CFR  Part  16  ] 

I  Order  No.  703-77 1 

PRODUCTION  OR  DISCLOSURE  OF 
MATERIAL  OR  INFORMATION 

Exemption  of  a  System  of  Records  Under 
the  Privacy  Act 

AGENCY :  Department  of  Justice. 
ACTION :  Proposed  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  proposes  to 
exempt  the  JUSTICE  DEA-INS-111.  the 
Automated  Intelligence  Record  System 
(Pathfinder)  from  provisions  of  sub¬ 
sections  *c)  <3',  (4),  <d>,  <e)  <1).  <2), 
and  <3».  (e)<4>  <G),  <H).  and  <I),  <e) 
<5)  and  <8) .  <f > ,  tg)  and  <h)  of  the  Pri¬ 
vacy  Act  5  U.S.C.  552a.  so  as  to  maintain 
the  confidentiality  of  information  com¬ 
piled  for  the  purpose  of  criminal  In¬ 
vestigations. 

DATES:  All  interested  persons  are  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  their  comments  in  writ¬ 
ing  regarding  this  regulation  on  or  before 
April  18,  1977.  No  oral  hearings  are  con¬ 
templated. 

ADDRESSES:  Office  of  Administrative 
Counsel,  Office  of  Management  and  Fi¬ 
nance,  Room  1121,  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice,  Washington,  D  C.  20530.  For  further 
information  contact:  Harry  Gastley, 
Office  of  Administrative  Counsel,  202- 
739-5361. 

Section  16.102  would  be  added  to  read 
as  follows. 

§  16.102  Fxrniplion  uf  Drug  Kiifon-r- 
itH'iil  AflniiniHlrulion  mid  liiiiiiigra- 
lioii  and  Nalurali/.alion  Scriir*'  Jtiiiil 
of  KrrordK. 

<a>  The  following  system  of  records  is 
exempted  pursuant  to  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552a<j)(2)  from  subsections  (c) 
<3»  and  <4),  (d).  <e)  (1),  (2)  and  (3), 
<e)(4)  (G),  (H),  and  <I),  <e)  (5)  and 

•  p),  (f),  (g).  and  (h)  of  5  U.S.C.  552a: 
in  addition  Uie  following  system  of  rec¬ 
ords  is  exempted  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  5  U.S.C.  552  (k)(l)  and  <k) 

•  2»  from  subsections  (c)  <3».  <d).  <e)  <1). 
<e»(4)  (G),  (H),  and  (I>,  and  (f)  of  5 
U.S.C.  552a. 

<  1 )  Automated  Intelligence  Record 
System  (Pathfinder),  JUSTICE/ DEA- 
INS-111.  These  exemptions  apply  to  the 
extent  that  information  in  those  sys¬ 
tems  is  subject  to  exemption  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  552a  (j)<2),  (k)<l)  and  (k)  (2). 

<b)  The  system  of  records  listed  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  is  ex¬ 
empted.  for  the  reasons  set  forth  from 
the  following  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a: 

(1)  (c)(3).  The  release  of  the  disclos¬ 
ure  accounting  for  disclosures  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  sub.section  (b)  of  the  Act.  in¬ 
cluding  those  permitted  under  the  rou¬ 
tine  uses  published  for  these  systems  of 
records,  would  permit  the  subject  of  an 
investigation  of  an  actual  or  potential 
criminal,  civil,  or  regulatory  violation  to 
determine  whether  he  is  the  subject  of 
investigation,  or  to  obtain  valuable  in¬ 
formation  concerning  the  nature  of  that 
investigation,  and  tire  information  ob¬ 
tained.  or  the  identity  of  witnesses  and 
informants  and  would  therefore  present 
a  serious  impediment  to  law  enforce¬ 


ment.  In  addition,  disclosure  of  the  ac¬ 
counting  would  amount  to  notice  to  the 
individual  of  the  existence  of  a  record: 
such  notice  requirement  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (f)(1)  is  specifically  exempted  for 
these  systems  of  records. 

(2(  (c)(4).  Since  an  exemption  is  be¬ 
ing  claimed  for  subsection  (d)  of  the  Act 
•  Access  to  Records)  this  subsection  is 
inapplicable  to  the  extent  that  these  sys¬ 
tems  of  records  are  exempted  from  sub¬ 
section  (d). 

•  3)  (d).  Access  to  the  records  con¬ 
tained  in  these  systems  would  inform 
the  subject  of  an  investigation  of  an  ac¬ 
tual  or  potential  criminal,  civil,  or  regu¬ 
latory  violation  of  the  existence  of  that 
investigation,  or  the  nature  and  scope  of 
the  information  and  evidence  obtained 
as  to  his  activities,  of  the  identity  of 
witnesses  and  informants,  or  would  pro¬ 
vide  information  that  could  enable  the 
subject  to  avoid  detection  or  apprehen¬ 
sion.  These  factors  would  present  a  seri¬ 
ous  imoediment  to  effective  law  enforce¬ 
ment  because  they  could  prevent  the 
successful  completion  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion.  endanger  the  physical  safety  of 
witnesses  or  informants,  and  lead  to  the 
improper  influencing  of  witnesses,  the 
destruction  of  evidence,  or  the  fabrica¬ 
tion  of  testimony. 

•  4)  (eld).  Tlie  notices  of  these  sys¬ 
tems  of  records  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  set  forth  the  basic  statutory  or 
related  authority  for  maintenance  of 
this  system.  However,  in  the  course  of 
criminal  or  other  law  enforcement  in¬ 
vestigations.  cases,  and  matters,  the  Im¬ 
migration  and  Naturalization  Service  or 
the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
will  occasionally  obtain  information  con¬ 
cerning  actual  or  potential  violations  of 
law  that  are  not  strictly  within  its  statu¬ 
tory  or  other  authority  or  may  compile 
information  in  the  course  of  an  investi¬ 
gation  which  may  not  be  relevant  to  a 
specific  pro.secution.  In  the  interests  of 
effective  law  enforcement,  it  is  necessary 
to  retain  such  information  in  these  sys¬ 
tems  of  records  since  it  can  aid  in  es¬ 
tablishing  patterns  of  criminal  activity 
and  can  provide  valuable  leads  for  fed¬ 
eral  and  other  law  enforcement  agencies. 

(5>  (e)  (2).  In  a  criminal  investigation 
or  prosecution,  the  requirement  that 
information  be  collected  to  the  greatest 
extent  practicable  from  the  subject  in¬ 
dividual  would  pre.sent  a  serious  impedi¬ 
ment  to  law  enforcement  because  the 
subject  of  the  investigation  or  prosecu¬ 
tion  would  be  placed  on  notice  as  to  the 
existence  of  the  investigation  and  would 
therefore  be  able  to  avoid  detection  or 
aoprehension,  to  influence  witnesses  im¬ 
properly.  to  destroy  evidence,  or  to 
fabricate  testimony. 

•  6)  •e)(3'.  The  requirement  that 
individuals  supplying  information  be 
provided  with  a  form  stating  the  require¬ 
ments  of  subsection  •e)(3)  would  con¬ 
stitute  a  serious  impediment  to  law 
enforcement  in  that  it  could  compromise 
the  existence  of  a  confidential  investiga¬ 
tion  or  reveal  the  identity  of  witnesses 
or  confidential  informants. 

•  7)  •e)(4)  (G)  and  (H).  Since  an 
exemption  is  being  claimed  for  subsec¬ 


tions  (f  >  (Agenev  Rules)  and  (d)  (Access 
to  Records)  of  the  Act  these  subsections 
are  inapplicable  to  the  extent  that  these 
systems  of  records  are  exempted  from 
subsections  (f)  and  (d). 

(8)  (e)(4)(I'.  The  categories  of 
sources  of  the  records  in  these  systems 
have  been  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  in  broad  generic  terms  in  the  belief 
that  this  is  all  that  subsection  (e)(4)  d) 
of  the  Act  reouires.  In  the  event,  however, 
that  this  subsection  should  be  interpreted 
to  require  more  detail  as  to  the  identity  of 
sources  of  the  records  in  these  svstems. 
exemption  from  this  provision  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  protect  the  confiden¬ 
tiality  of  the  sources  of  criminal  and 
other  law  enforcement  information.  Such 
exemption  is  further  necessary  to  protect 
the  privacy  and  physical  safety  of  wit- 
nes.ses  and  informants. 

•  9>  (e)  (5).  In  the  collection  of  infor¬ 
mation  for  criminal  law  enforcement 
purposes  it  is  impossible  to  determine  in 
advance  what  information  is  accurate, 
relevant,  timely,  and  complete.  With  the 
pa.ssage  of  time,  seemingly  irrelevant  or 
iintimelv  information  may  acquire  new 
sicnificance  as  further  investigation 
brings  new  details  to  light  and  the  ac¬ 
curacy  of  such  information  can  often 
only  be  determined  in  a  court  of  law.  The 
restrictions  of  subsection  (e)(5)  would 
restrict  the  ability  of  trained  investiga¬ 
tors.  intelligence  analysts,  and  govern¬ 
ment  attorneys  in  exercising  their  judg¬ 
ment  in  reporting  on  information  and 
investigations  and  impede  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  criminal  or  other  intelligence 
necessary  for  effective  law  enforcement. 

•  10)  •e)(8).  The  individual  notice 
requirements  of  subsection  (e'^S)  could 
present  a  serious  imjiediment  to  law  en¬ 
forcement  as  this  could  interfere  with 
the  ability  to  issue  warrants  or  subpoenas 
and  could  reveal  investigative  techniques, 
procedures,  or  evidence. 

'(11)  (f).  Procedures  for  notice  to  an 
individual  pursuant  to  subsection  (f)(1) 
as  to  the  existence  of  records  pertaining 
to  him  dealing  with  an  actual  or  potential 
criminal,  civil,  or  regulatory  investiga¬ 
tion  or  prosecution  must  be  exempted  be¬ 
cause  such  notice  to  an  individual  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  successful  conduct 
and  or  completion  of  an  investigation  or 
prosecution  pending  or  future.  In  addi¬ 
tion.  mere  notice  of  the  fact  of  an  in¬ 
vestigation  could  inform  the  subject  or 
others  that  their  activities  are  under  or 
mav  become  the  subject  of  an  investiga¬ 
tion  and  could  enable  the  subjects  to 
avoid  detection  or  apprehension,  to  in¬ 
fluence  witnesses  improperly,  to  destroy 
evidence,  or  to  fabricate  testimony. 

Since  an  exemption  is  being  claimed 
for  subsection  (d)  of  the  Act  (Access  to 
Records)  the  rules  required  pursuant  to 
subsection  (f)  (2)  through  (5)  are  in¬ 
applicable  to  these  systems  of  records  to 
the  extent  that  these  systems  of  records 
are  exempted  from  subsection  (d). 

(12)  (g).  Since  an  exemption  is  be¬ 
ing  claimed  for  subsections  id)  (Access 
to  Records)  and  (f)  (Agency  Rules)  this 
section  is  inapplicable,  and  is  exempted 
for  the  reasons  set  forth  for  those  sub¬ 
sections,  to  the  extent  that  these  systems 
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of  records  are  exempted  from  subsections 

(d)  and  (f). 

(13»  (h).  Since  an  exemption  is  being 
claimed  for  subsection  (d)  (Access  to 
Records)  and  (f)  (Agency  Rules)  this 
section  is  inapplicable,  and  is  exempted 
for  the  reasons  set  forth  for  those  sub¬ 
sections,  to  the  extent  that  these  systems 
of  records  are  exempted  from  subsections 
(di  and  (f). 

(14>  In  addition,  exemption  is  claimed 
for  these  systems  of  records  from  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  following  provisions  of 
the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  U.S.C.  552a) 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552a(k)(l);  subsections  (c)(3),  (d), 

(e) (1),  (e)(4)  (G),  (H),  and  (D,  and 
<f»  to  the  extent  that  the  records  con¬ 
tained  in  these  systems  are  specifically 
authorized  to  be  kept  secret  in  the  in¬ 
terests  of  national  defense  and  foreign 
policy. 

Dated:  March  11, 1977. 

Griffin  B.  Bell, 
Attorney  General. 

IFR  Doc.77-7987  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
[32  CFR  Part  806b] 

(AFReg  12-35] 

AIR  FORCE  PRIVACY  ACT  PROGRAM 
Review  of  Initial  Refusals 
AGENCY :  Department  of  the  Air  Force. 

ACTION:  Advance  Notice  of  a  Proposed 
Rulemaking  Amendment. 

SUMMARY:  On  November  28,  1975, 
there  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (40  FR  55580)  the  final  adopted 
rules  of  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force 
governing  the  Air  Force  Privacy  Act  Pro¬ 
gram.  Two  amendments  to  those  rules 
were  subsequently  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Registers  of  April  27,  1976  (41  FR 
17549*  and  January  31,  1977  (42  FR 
5696*. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Force  now  proposes  to 
amend  55  806b.l8  and  806b.22  of  Subpart 
B  ( 40  FR  55584  and  55585 ) .  Both  sections 
now  contain  instructions  which  form  the 
basis  for  processing  an  individual’s  re¬ 
quest  for  review  of  an  Air  Force  official’s 
refusal  to  amend  his  or  her  record.  From 
the  standpoint  of  the  individual  and  the 
Air  Force,  placement  of  these  instruc¬ 
tions  in  a  single  section  would  add  clari¬ 
fication  and  be  more  comprehensible.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  proposed  amendment  com¬ 
bines  these  instructions  into  a  single  sec¬ 
tion  (5  806b.l8)  and  by  revoking  and  re¬ 
serving  5  806b.22.  Additional  changes 
encompassed  by  this  amendment  in¬ 
clude:  (1)  the  substitution  of  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Administration,  Headquarters 
United  States  Air  Force  as  the  official 
who  receives  the  individual’s  request  for 
review  in  lieu  of  the  Administrative  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force: 
and  (2)  the  exclusion  of  Air  Staff  (HQ 


USAF*  functions  having  primaiy  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  records  subject  to  Air 
Force  Privacy  Board  review  from  mem¬ 
bership  on  the  Board.  ’The  intent  of  these 
changes  is  to  avoid  unecessary  delays  in 
processing  an  individual’s  request  for  re¬ 
view  and  to  ensure  that  any  recom¬ 
mendations  made  by  the  Board  are  fairly 
and  impartially  rendered.  ’This  rule  is 
proposed  under  the  authority  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-579,  Sec 
3(f)  of  5  U.S.C.  552a ». 

COMMENTS  BY:  April  16,  1977. 

ADDRESSED  ’TO:  Director  of  Adminis¬ 
tration.  Headquarters  United  States  Air 
Force  (HQ  USAF  DA),  Room  5A266, 
Pentagon  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20330. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORM A'TTON  CALL: 

Major  Mokuau  (202)  767-4545. 

For  the  stated  reasons,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Force  proposes  to  amend 
Title  32  CFR  Part  806b  by  revising 
5  806b.  18  and  by  revoking  and  reserving 
5  806b. 22  of  the  Air  Force  Privacy  Act 
Program  (32  CFR  806b)  as  follows: 

§  806b.  18  Review  of  initial  rofiisal8. 

(a)  An  individual  may  request  a  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  initial  refusal  in  writing  from 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  within  45  days  of  the  denial.  'The 
request  should  be  addressed  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Administration,  Headquarters 
United  States  Air  Force  (HQ  USAF/DA) , 
Washington.  D.C.  20330,  and  sent 
through  the  initial  Denial  Authority.  ’The 
Denial  Authority  will  forward  to  HQ 
USAF  DA  a  complete  file  consisting  of: 

(1)  The  request  for  review;  <2)  The  re¬ 
quest  for  amendment:  (3)  The  initial 
refusal;  <4)  A  copy  of  the  record  or  por¬ 
tions  involved;  and  <5)  Any  records  or 
coordination  actions  that  relate  to  the 
initial  refusal. 

<b)  ’The  Directorate  of  Administration 
(HQ  USAF  DA)  will  convene  the  Air 
Force  Privacy  Board  to  review  the  initial 
denial.  Membership  of  the  Board  will 
consist  of  a  representative  from  HQ 
USAF  DA  (Chairman),  the  Office  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  (HQ  USAF/ 
JA) .  and  an  Air  Staff  function  not  hav¬ 
ing  primary  responsibility  for  the  record 
in  question.  If  the  record  is  the  primary 
responsibility  of  HQ  USAF/DA  or  HQ 
USAF  JA.  a  member  from  another  Air 
Staff  organization  will  be  substituted  on 
the  Board.  The  Chairman  may,  when 
deemed  appropriate,  request  the  assist¬ 
ance  of  subject  matter  experts  to  advise 
the  Board. 

(O  Functions  of  the  Board  include: 
( 1 )  Reviewing  requests  submitted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  5  806.18(a) ;  and  (2)  Pro¬ 
viding  recommendations  to  the  Office  of 
the  Vice  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Air  Force. 

(d*  If  the  Office  of  the  Vice  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  Air  Force  determines  that 
the  record  should  be  amended,  the  in¬ 
dividual  will  be  advi.sed  promptly.  Simul¬ 
taneously.  the  appropriate  Systems  Man¬ 
ager  will  be  directed,  through  the  Denial 


Authority,  to  amend  the  records  and  di¬ 
rect  previous  recipients  to  amend  their 
copies  ( 5  806b. 17  ( b ) ) . 

(e)  If  the  Office  of  the  Vice  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  Air  Force  determines  that 
a  denial  is  appropriate,  the  request  will 
be  forwarded  through  the  Office  of  the 
Air  Force  General  Counsel  (SAF/GC)  to 
the  Office  of  the  Administrative  Assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Secretary  pf  the  Air  Force 
(SAF/AA)  for  a  final  decision. 

(f)  If  (SAF/AA)  determines  that  the 
record  should  be  amended,  the  individ¬ 
ual  will  be  advised  promptly.  Simultane¬ 
ously.  the  appropriate  Systems  Manager 
will  be  directed,  through  the  Denial  Au¬ 
thority,  to  amend  the  records  and  direct 
previous  recipients  to  amehd  their  copies 
(5  806b.l7(b) ). 

(g)  If  after  conducting  the  review. 
SAF/AA  upholds  the  Denial  Authority’s 
refusal  to  amend  the  record,  the  individ¬ 
ual  will  be  notified  that ; 

(1)  The  amendment  request  has  been 
refused  after  review  with  reasons  for  re¬ 
fusal. 

(2)  He  or  she  has  a  right  to  file  with 
the  Systems  Manager,  a  concise  state¬ 
ment  containing  reasons  why  he  or  she 
disagrees  with  the  Air  Force’s  decision. 

(3)  The  disagreement  statement  will 
be  a  part  of  the  record  and  will,  thus,  be¬ 
come  available  to  anyone  who  subse¬ 
quently  uses  the  record. 

(4)  Known  prior  recipients  of  the  dis¬ 
puted  record  will  be  provided  a  copy  of 
his  or  her  disagreement  statement. 

(h)  A  final  determination  on  the  in¬ 
dividual’s  request  for  review  of  an  initial 
refusal  to  amend  a  record  must  be  com¬ 
pleted  within  30  workdays  after  receipt 
by  HQ  USAF. 'DA,  unless  it  is  determined 
that  a  fair  and  equitable  review  cannot 
be  completed  in  that  time.  If  additional 
time  is  required,  the  individual  will  be' 
informed  in  writing  of  the  reasons  for 
the  delay  and  of  the  date  when  the  re¬ 
sults  of  the  review  may  be  expected. 

(i)  ’The  procedure  established  by  this 
paragraph  is  for  purposes  of  Air  Force 
Regulation  40-771,  ‘Appeal  and  Griev¬ 
ance  Procedures’  (not  published  in  Fed¬ 
eral  Register),  a  statutory  appeal  pro¬ 
cedure.  A  request  for  review  of  a  refusal 
to  amend  a  personal  record  may  not  be 
processed  through  the  regulatory  griev¬ 
ance  procedure  of  AFR  40-711  or  a  griev¬ 
ance  procedure  contained  in  an  agree¬ 
ment  negotiated  under  Executive  Order 
11491,  as  amended.” 

§  806b.22  [Reserved] 

Section  806b.22  is  revoked  and  re¬ 
served. 

Frankie  S.  Estep, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liaison, 
Directorate  of  Administration. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Direetor,  Correspondence  and  . 
Directives.  Office  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  Defense 
( Comptroller  i . 

March  15,  1977. 

|FR  Doc  77-7983  FUed  3-17-77;8:45  am| 
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SAINT  LAWRENCE  SEAWAY 
DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION 
[33CFR  Part  401] 

SEAWAY  REGULATIONS 

Metric  System  of  Measurement  and 
Misc^laneous  Amendments 

AGENCY:  Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  De¬ 
velopment  Corporation. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Saint  Lawrence  Sea¬ 
way  Development  Corporation,  pursuant 
to  provisions  of  its  enabling;  act  (33  USC 
981  et  s'eq.) ,  and  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  vested  in  the  l^retary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  the  St.  Lawrence  Sea¬ 
way  under  the  Ports  and  Waterways 
Safety  Act  of  1972  (Pub.  L.  92-340,  86 
Stat,  424).  which  authority  was  subse¬ 
quently  delegated  to  the  Administrator  of 
the  Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Develoinnent 
Corporation  in  the  Pcderal  Register  on 
October  17.  1972  (37  PR  21943),  acting 
jointly  with  the  St.  Lawrence  Seaway 
Authority  of  Canada,  is  proposing  to 
amend  Subpart  A — Seaway  Regulations 
of  33  CFR  Part  401  with  respect  to  the 
metric  system  of  measurement.  Section 
3  of  Public  Law  94-168,  the  Metric  Con¬ 
version  Act  of  1975,  states  that  the  policy 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  to  coordi¬ 
nate  and  plan  the  Increasing  use  of  the 
metric  system  in  the  United  States.  The 
Canadian  Government  officially  con¬ 
verted  to  the  metric  system  on  April  1, 
1976.  Therefore,  the  St.  Lawrence  Sea¬ 
way  Authority  and  the  Saint  Lawrence 
Seaway  Development  Corporation  have 
agreed  to  publish  the  Seaway  Regulations 
with  metric  measurements  for  the  1977 
navigation  season.  The  substance  of  the 
Regulations  is  being  preserved  at  this 
time  with  two  exceptions  which  will  be 
discussed  as  Supplementary  Information. 

DATES:  Comments  received  not  later 
than  April  18,  1977  will  be  considered. 

ADDRESSEES:  Interested  parties  may 
submit  written  comments  to  the  Saint 
Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corpor¬ 
ation,  P.O.  Box  520,  Massena,  New  York 
13662  (Attention:  General  Counsel). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frederick  A.  Bush,  General  Counsel, 

315-764-0271,  Ext.  245. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
As  indicated  in  the  foregoing  summary, 
with  two  exceptions,  the  substance  of  the 
Seaway  Regulations  is  being  preserved 
with  respect  to  the  metric  system  of 
measurement.  The  metric  equivalents 
will  simply  be  added  to  the  Regulations 
as  the  primary  system  of  measurement 
with  the  English  measurements  being 
supplemental.  No  actual  measurements 
are  being  changed  at  this  time. 

The  first  of  the  two  exceptions  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  summary  concerns  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  of  S  401.24  to  delete 
specific  reference  to  Form  SLS  429,  The 
St.  Lawrence  Seaway  Application  for 
Vessel  Preclearance,  and  deletion  of  the 


form  itself  as  Schedule  I  of  the  Regula¬ 
tions.  Schedules  n.  Ill,  and  IV  would  be 
renumbered  as  Schedules  I.  II,  and  m. 
This  amendment  would  allow  revisions 
to  be  made  to  the  Ai:H>lication  for  Ves¬ 
sel  Preclearance  form  without  amending 
the  Regulations. 

The  second  exception  concerns  amend¬ 
ment  of  S  401.51  to  indicate  a  change  in 
the  distance  between  signs  and  movable 
bridges.  It  is  pnHXised  to  change  “four 
thousand  six  hundred  feet’’  to  “four 
thousand  nine  hundred  twenty  feet” 
which  is  the  actual  distance.  This  will 
also  be  a  metric  revision. 

For  the  stated  resusons,  the  Corpora- 
timi  proposes  to  amend  the  Seaway  Reg¬ 
ulations  as  follows: 

1.  In  S  101.3  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  401.3  Maximum  vessel  dimensions. 

(a)  No  vessel  of  more  than  222.50 
meters  (730  feet)  in  overall  length  or 
23.16  meters  (76  feet)  in  extreme 
breadth,  including  permanent  fenders, 
shall  transit. 

(b)  No  vessel  shall  transit  if  any  part 
of  the  vessel  or  anything  on  the  vessel 
extends  more  than  35.66  meters  (117 
feet)  above  water  level. 

•  •  ,  •  •  * 

2.  Section  401.4  Is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.4  Minimum  Irngth  and  weight. 

No  vessel  of  less  than  6.10  meters  (20 
feet)  in  overall  length  or  907.18  kilo¬ 
grams  (1  ton)  in  weight  shall  transit. 

3.  Section  401.6  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.6  Draft  markings. 

(a)  Vessels  of  more  than  19.81  meters 
(65  feet)  in  overall  length  shall  be 


7.  Section  410.12  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§401.12  Minimum  requirements — 
mooring  lines  and  fairleads. 

(a)  Minimum  requirements  in  respect 
to  mooring  lines  and  winches  and  the 
location  of  fairleads  on  vessels  are  as 
follows: 

(1)  Vessels  of  38.10  meters  (125  feet) 
or  less  in  overall  length  shall  have  at  least 
two  mooring  lines  or  hawsers  that  may  be 
led  through  closed  chocks  and  be  hand 
held,  one  of  which  shall  lead  from  the 
break  of  the  bow  and  the  other  shall  lead 
from  the  quarter; 

(2)  Vessels  of  more  than  38.10  meters 
( 125  feet)  but  not  more  than  60.96  meters 
(200  feet)  in  overall  length  shall  have 
four  mooring  lines,  two  of  which  shall  be 
power  operated  by  winches,  capstans  or 
windlasses  and  shall  be  led  through  a 


(Xjrrectly  and  distinctly  marked  and 
equipped  with  draft  markings  on  both 
sides  at  the  bow  and  stem. 

(b)  In  addition  to  the  markings  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section, 
vessels  of  more  than  106  68  meters  (350 
feet)  in  overall  length  shall  be  marked 
on  both  sides  with  midship  draft  mark¬ 
ings. 

4.  Section  401.8  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.8  Landing  boomn. 

Vessels  of  more  than  45.72  meters 
(150  feet)  in  overall  length  shall  be 
equipped  with  at  least  one  adequate 
landing  boom  on  each  side. 

5.  Section  401.9  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  401.9  Radiolclrphone  equipment. 

(a)  Self-propelled  vessels,  other  than 
pleasure  craft  of  less  than  19.81  meters 
(65  feet)  shall  be  equipped  with  VHF 
(very  high  frequency)  radiotelephone 
equipment. 

(b)  The  radio  transmitters  on  a  vessel 
shall 

(1)  Have  sufficient  power  output  to 
enable  the  vessel  to  communicate  with 
Seaway  stations  from  a  distance  of  48.28 
kilometers  (30  miles);  and 

•  •  •  •  t 

6.  Section  401.10ia))2)  and  (c)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§401.10  Mooring  linrtt. 

(a)  Mooring  lines  shall 

*  *  *  •  • 

(2)  be  fitted  with  a  spliced  eye  not  less 
than  2.44  meters  (8  feet)  long; 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  *  *  * 


type  of  fairlead  acceptable  to  the  Cor¬ 
poration  and  the  Authority,  of  which  two 
mooring  lines 

•  *  •  •  • 

(3)  The  other  two  mooring  lines  re¬ 
quired  on  vessels  of  more  than  38.10 
meters  <125  feet)  but  not  more  than 
60.96  meters  <200  feet)  may  be  led 
through  closed  chocks  and  may  be  hand 
held; 

(4)  Vessels  of  more  than  60.96  meters 
(200  feet)  in  overall  length  shall  have 
four  mooring  lines,  two  of  which  shall 
lead  from  the  break  of  the  bow  and  two 
of  which  shall  lead  from  the  quarter,  and 

•  •  •  *  • 

<  b)  The  following  table  sets  out  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  l(x»tion  of  fairleads 
for  vessels  of  60.96  meters  <200  feet)  or 
more  in  overall  length : 


Table 


Ship's  oveixll  length 

Length  of  mooring  line 

Breaking  strength 

38.10  m  to  00.96  m  (125  ft  to  200  ft) . 

61.2).  in  to  91.44  m  (201  ft  to  300  ft) . 

91.74  in  to  121.92  in  (.101  ft  to  400  (t) . 

122  22  m  to  182.88  m  (401  ft  to  ICO  ft) . 

183.18  m  to  222.50  m  (lOl  ft  to  730  ft) . 

.  109.73  m  OfOft) . 

. do . • . 

..  88.96  kN  (10  tons). 

..  133.45  kN  (15  tons). 

..  177.93  kN  (20  tons). 

..  249.10  kN  <28  tons). 

..  311.38  kN  (35  tons). 
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Table 


Overall  loiifcth  of  vessels  in  meters 


For  mooring  lines  No.'  1  and  2 


60.<m  m  to  91.44  m  (200  ft  to  300  ft)..  Between  9.14  m  and  24.38  m  (30  ft  and 
80  ft)  fiom  the  stem. 

91.44  in  to  121.92  m  (300  ft  to  400  ft)..  Between  12.19  in  and  .30.48  ni  (40  ft  and 
100  ft)  from  the  stem. 

121.92  m  to  152.40  m  (400  ft  to  500  ft) .  Between  12.19  m  and  3;i.53  m  (4(»  ft  and 
110  ft)  from  the  stem. 

152.40  m  to  182.88  m  (500  ft  to  000  ft) .  Between  15.24  m  and  39.02  m  (.SO  ft  and 
130  ft  )  from  tile  stem. 

182.88  m  to  222.50  m  (000  ft  to  730 ft) ,  Between  18.29  m  and  48.77  m  (OO  ft  and 
100  ft)  from  the  stem. 


For  mooring  line«  No.  3  and  4 


Between  9.14  m  and  24.38  m  (30  ft  and 
80  ft)  from  the  stern. 

Between  15.24  m  and  33.53  m  (50  ft  and 
110  ft)  from  the  stem. 

Betwtnm  15.24  m  and  39.02  m  (SO  ft  and 
i;iO  ft )  from  the  stem. 

Between  18.29  m  and  45.72  m  (GO  ft  and 
1.50  ft)  from  the  stem. 

Between  21.31  m  and  51.82  m  (70  ft  and 
170  ft)  from  the  stern. 


8.  In  §  401.13  paragraph  (b)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  401.13  Hand  lines. 

Hand  lines  shall; 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  Have  a  minimum  diameter  of  12.70 
millimeters  (Vi  inch)  and  a  minimum 
length  of  30.48  meters  (100  feet). 

9.  Section  401.14  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.14  Anchor  marking  buoys. 

An  orange  colored  anchor  marking 
buoy  of  a  type  approved  by  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  and  the  Authority,  fitted  with  22.86 
meters  (75  feet)  of  suitable  line,  shall  be 
secured  directly  to  each  anchor  so  that 
the  buoy  W'ill  mark  the  location  of  the 
anchor  when  the  anchor  is  dropped. 

10.  Section  401.15  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§401.15  Stem  anchors. 

Every  vessel  of  more  than  106.88  me¬ 
ters  (350  feet),  the  keel  of  which  is  laid 
after  January  1,  1975,  shall  be  equipped 
with  a  stem  anchor. 

11.  The  intro  text  of  §401.16  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§  401.16  Propeller  direction  alarms. 

Every  vessel  of  more  than  79.25  meters 
(260  feet)  in  overall  length  shall  be 
equiiH>ed  with 

»  *  *  •  * 

12.  The  intro  text  of  §  401.21  is 
emended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  401.21  Rudder  angle  indicators. 

Every  vessel  of  more  than  7d.25  meters 
(260  feet)  in  overall  length  shall  be 
equipped  with  rudder  angle  indicators  or 
repeaters  that  are — 

•  *  *  *  •  . 

13.  Section  401.22(a)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows ; 

§401.22  Preclearance  of  vessels.  ' 

(a»  No  vessel,  other  than  a  pleasure 
craft  of  317.52  metric  tons  (350  tons) 
or  less  in  weight  shall  transit  until  an 
application  for  preclearance  has  been 
made,  pursuant  to  §  401.24,  to  the  Cor¬ 
poration  or  the  Authority  by  the  vessel’s 
representative  and  the  application  has 
been  approved  by  tlie  Corporation  or  the 
Authority  pursuant  to  §  401.25. 

*  «  ♦  *  « 

14.  Section  401.24  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  401.24  Application  for  preclearanco. 

The  representative  of  a  vessel  may,  on 
a  form  obtained  from  the  Corporation, 
Massena,  New  York,  or  the  Authority, 
Cornwall,  Ontario,  apply  for  preclear- 
ance,  giving  paiticuiars  of  the  ownership, 
liability  insurance  and  physical  charac¬ 
teristics  of  the  vessel  and  guaranteeing 
payment  of  the  tolls  and  charges  that 
may  be  incurred  by  the  vessel. 

«  «  «  »  • 

15.  Section  401.28(a)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  401.28  SpcfHl  Iimil8. 

(a)  The  maximum  speed  over  the  bot¬ 
tom  for  a  vessel  of  more  than  12.19 
meters  (40  feet)  in  overall  length  shall 
be  regulated  so  as  not  to  adversely  af¬ 
fect  other  vessels  or  shore  property,  and 
in  nc  event  shall  such  a  vessel  preceding 
in  an  area  between  the  place  set  out  in 
Column  I  of  an  item  of  Schedule  I  and 
the  place  set  out  in  Column  n  of  that 
item  exceed  the  speed  set  out  in  Column 
III  or  Column  IV  of  that  item,  whichever 
is  designated  by  the  Corporation  and  the 
Authority  from  time  to  time  as  being  ap¬ 
propriate  to  existing  water  levels. 

•  •  •  •  • 

16.  Section  401.29  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  401.29  Maximum  draft. 

(a)  The  loading,  draft  and  speed  of  a 
vessel  in  transit  shall  be  controlled  by  the 
master,  who  shall  take  into  account  the 
vessel’s  individual  characteristics  and  its 
tendency  to  list  or  squat,  so  as  to  avoid 
striking  bottom.* 

(b)  The  draft  of  a  vessel  shall  not,  in 
any  case,  exceed  79.25  decimeters  (26 
feet)  or  the  maximum  permissible  draft 
designated  by  the  Corporation  or  the 
Authority  for  the  part  of  the  Seaw'ay  in 
which  a  vessel  is  passing. 

(c)  No  vessel  shall  transit  the  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  (Canada)  Canal  with  a  draft 
in  excess  of  the  maximum  permissible 
draft  currently  prescribed  by  the  Author¬ 
ity  for  that  Canal  or  unless  the  avail¬ 
able  depth  of  water  on  the  appropriate 
controlling  point  for  draft  exceeds  by  at 
least  7.62  centimeters  (3  inches)  the 
maximum  draft  of  the  vessel  at  the  time. 

17.  Section  401.31  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 


‘The  main  channels  between  the  Port  of 
Montreal  and  Lake  Erie  have  a  controlling 
depth  of  8.23  meters  (27  feet). 


§  401.31  Meeting  and  passing. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Except  as  instructed  by  the  ves¬ 
sel  traffic  controller,  no  vessel  shall  over¬ 
take  and  pass  or  attempt  to  overtake  and 
pass  another  vessel — 

(!)••• 

(2)  Within  609.60  meters  (2000  feet) 
of  a  canal  entrance; 

«  *  •  *  • 

18.  Section  401.35  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  401.35  Employment  of  tugs. 

No  tug  shall  be  fastened  alongside  a 
vessel  in  a  canal  so  that  the  aggregate  of 
the  beams  exceeds — 

(a)  16.76  meters  (55  feet)  in  the  case 
of  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  (Canada)  Canal; 
or 

(b)  23  meters  (75  feet  6  inches)  in  the 
case  of  any  other  canal. 

19.  Section  401.42  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  401.42  Passing  hand  lines. 

(a)  At  locks,  hand  lines  shall  be  se¬ 
cured  to  the  mooring  lines  and  passed 
as  follows: 

(2)  Hand  lines  shall  be  passed  to  up- 
bound  vessels  by  the  linesmen  as  soon 
as  the  vessel  passes  the  open  gates,  and 
secured,  by  means  of  a  close  hitch,  to  the 
mooring  lines  61  centimeters  (2  feet)  be¬ 
hind  the  splice  of  the  eye;  and 

20.  The  table  in  §  401.48  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  401.48  Turning  bai>in8. 

•  *  •  •  • 

Table 

•  «  •  •  * 

2.  Welland  Canal: 

(a)  Turning  Basin  No.  1 — Opposite  St. 
Catherines  Wharf  for  vessels  up  to  106.68 
meters  (350  feet). 

(b)  Turning  Basin  No.  2 — Between  Lock 
7  and  Guard  Gate  for  vessels  up  to  182.88 
meters  (600  feet) . 

(c)  •  •  • 

(d)  Turning  Basin  No.  4 — North  of  Lock 
No.  8  for  vessels  up  to  167.64  meters  (550 
feet) . 

(e)  For  vessels  up  to  79.25  meters  (260 
feet) : 

4t  *  •  *  • 

21.  Section  401.51  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  401.51  Signalling  approach  to  a 
bridge. 

Unless  a  vessel’s  approach  has  been 
recognized  by  a  flashing  red  signal  light, 
three  distinct  blasts  shall  be  sounded  on 
the  vessel’s-whistle  when  it  comes  abreast 
of  any  of  the  bridge  whistle  signs,  which 
signs  shall  be  placed  at  distances  varying 
between  670.56  meters  and  1,500  meters 
(2,200  feet  and  4,921  feet)  upstream  and 
dovimstream  from  movable  bridges  at 
sites  other  than  lock  sites. 

22.  Section  401.65(a)(1)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 
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§  401.63  Communication— ports,  docks 

and  anchorages. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  Toronto  and  Hamilton — 0.87  ci  a 
nautical  mile  <1  mile)  outside  of  harbor 
limits;  and 

•  •  •  •  • 

23.  In  {  401.67  (b)  and  (c)  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§401.67  Explosive  vessels. 

A  vessel  carrying: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  More  than  9.07  metric. tons  (10 
tons)  of  explosives  that  do  not  explode 
en  masse;  or 

(c)  More  than  90.72  metric  tons  (100 
tons)  of  explosives  having  a  fire  hazard 
with  minor  or  no  explosive  effect,  shall 
be  deemed  for  the  purposes  of  these 
Regulations  to  be  an  explosive  vessel. 

24.  Section  401.68  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (a)  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  401.68  '  Explosively  permit. 

(a)  •  •  * 

(1)  1.81  metric  tons  (2  short  tons)  of 
explosives  with  mass  explosive  risk; 

(2)  45.36  metric  tons  (50  short  tons) 
of  explosives  that  do  not  explode  en 
masse;  or 

(3)  453.59  metric  tons  (500  short  tons) 
of  explosives  having  a  fire  hazard  with¬ 
out  explosive  effect. 

•  •  •  •  • 

25.  In  $  401.69,  paragraphs  Cb)  (1) 
through  (11)  are  revised  as  follows: 

§  401.69  Hazardous  eargu  vessels. 

A  vessel  that  is: 

•  •  *  *  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(1)  45.36  metric  tons  (50  tons)  of 
gases,  compressed,  liquified  or  dissolved 
under  pressure. 

(2)  45.36  metric  tons  (50  tons)  of  in¬ 
flammable  liquids  of  the  low  flashpoint 
group, 

(3)  45.36  metric  tons  (50  tons)  of 
organic  peroxides, 

(4)  90.72  metric  tons  (100  tons)  of 
oxidizing  substances. 

(5)  90.72  metric  tons  (100  tons)  of 
inflanunable  liquids  of  the  intermediate 
flashpoint  group, 

(6)  90.72  metric  tons  (100  tons)  of 
inflammable  solids  or  spontaneously 
combustible  substances, 

(7)  90.72  metric  tons  (100  tons)  of 
substances  emitting  inflammable  gases 
when  wet, 

(8)  90.72  metric  tons  (100  tons)  of 
poisonous  substances, 

(9)  90.72  metric  tons  (100  tons)  of 
infectious  subtances, 

(10)  181.44  metric  tons  (200  tons)  of 
corrosive  substances,  or 

(11)  453.59  metric  tons  (500  tons)  of 
inflammable  liquids  of  the  high  flash¬ 
point  group, 

shall  be  deemed  for  the  purposes  of  the 
regulations  in  this  part  to  be  a  hazardous 
cargo  vessel. 


26.  In  9  401.74  pcutkgraph  (a)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  401.74  Traiuit  declaration. 

(a)  Hie  Seaway  Transit  Declaration 
Form  (Cargo  and  Passenger) ,  which  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Corp<»^tion,  Mas- 
sena.  New  York,  or  from  the  Authority, 
Cornwall,  Ontario,  shall  be  forwarded  to 
the  Corporation  or  the  Authority  by  the 
representative  of  every  vessel,  other  than 
a  pleasure  craft  of  not  more  than  317.52 
metric  tons  (350  tons),  within  fourteen 
days  after  the  vessel  first  enters  the  Sea- 


(68  Stat.  92-97,  33U.S.C.  981-990.  as  amended 
and  Sec.  104,  Pub.  L.  92-340,  86  Stat.  424,  49 
CFR  1.60a  (37  FR  21943) .) 

The  Corporation  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an 
Inflation  Impact  Statement  imder  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Devel¬ 
opment  Corporation, 

D.  W.  Oberlin, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  77-7894  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  amj 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[  40  CFR  Part  140  ] 

(PRL  699-8) 

MARINE  SANITATION  DEVICE 
STANDARD 

Complete  Prohibition  for  Specified  Waters 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  reg¬ 
ulation  set  forth  in  tentative  form  below 
is  proposed  by  the  Administrator.  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  to  amend 
the  present  regulations  in  40  CFR  140.4. 

The  proposed  amendment  list  those 
waters  that  the  Admlnlstratm*  deter¬ 
mines  require  a  complete  prohibition  oi 


way  on  any  upbound  or  downbound 
voyage. 

•  •  W  •  • 

27.  Section  401.82  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  401.82  Reporting  mast  height. 

A  vessel,  any  part  of  which  extends 
more  than  33.53  meters  (110  feet)  above 
water  level  shall  not  transmit  any  part  of 
the  Seaway  until  precise  information 
concerning  the  height  of  the  vessel  has 
been  furnished  to  the  Seaway  station. 

28.  Schedule  n  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


the  discharge  from  a  vessel  of  any  sew¬ 
age  (whether  treated  or  not)  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  and  enhancing 
their  quality. 

The  State  of  Minnesota  has  made  ap- 
plicatimi,  pursuant  to  section  312(f)  (4) 
of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act  Amendments  of  1972,  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  by  regulation,  prohibit  the 
discharge  from  a  vessel  of  any  sewage, 
whether  treated  or  not,  into  the  Bound¬ 
ary  Waters  Canoe  Area  of  the  State  of 
Minnesota.  Information  given  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  states  that  the  use  of  the 
Boundary  Waters  Canoe  Area  Is  limited 
to  recreation,  principally  by  esmoes.  Ves¬ 
sels  powered  by  motors  are  allowed  only 
on  certain  lakes  within  the  Boundary 
Waters  Canoe  Area  and  on  these,  motors 
must  be  less  than  10  horsepower.  The 
State  reports  that  water  from  all  lakes 
within  the  Boimdary  Waters  Canoe 
Area  is  routinely  used  for  drinking  pur¬ 
poses  with  no  treatment  by  pec^le  using 
the  area  for  recreation. 

Proposed  9  140.4(b)  (1)  lists  those  wa¬ 
ters.  the  quality  of  which  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  has  determined  require  the  com¬ 
plete  prohibition  of  the  discharge  from 
a  vessel  of  any  sewage  (whether  treated 
or  not)  for  their  protection  and  enhance¬ 
ment. 

All  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Criteria  and 


ScHEDi  iJc  II. — Table  of  Spcctlit' 


Maximum  sp^  over  Uir  bottom. 

From  To  knotx 


t'd.  Ill  Col.  IV 


Uppt'r  Kiiti-aiire  South  Shore  L.ake St.  l.«uis Buoy  13A . 10.4(121111,11) .  10.4  (12 mi'll). 

Canal. 

Lake  St.  Louis  Buoy  13A .  Lower  Entrance  Beauhamoi.s  1.S.5  (18  mi.'h) .  15.5  (IS  mi,h). 

Lock. 

Upper  Entrance  Beanhaniois  Lake  St.  Francis  Buoy27F . 8.6(10mi/h  upb) _ 8.6  (lOml/h  upb). 

Lock  Buoy  5B.  10.4  (12  inl/li  dnb)...  10.4  (12  D^/h  dnb). 

Lake  St.  Francis  Buoy  27F . Lake  St.  Francis  Buoy  87F . 15.5  (18  mL/b) .  15.5  (18  ml/hl. 

I.*ke  8t.  Francis  Buoy  87F . Snell  Lock . 8.6  (10  ml^  upb) _ 7.7  (9  ml/h  upb). 

10.4  (12  ml/h  dnb)...  ia4  (12  mi/h  dnb). 

Eisenhower  Lock .  Richarde  Pirint  Light  55 . 11.3  (18  mi/h) .  ia4(12mi,b).  . 

Richards  Point  Light  55 . klorrisburg  Buoy  84 . 13,0  (15  mVh) . 10.4  (12  mi/h). 

Morrisburg  Buoy  84 . Ogden  Island  Buoy  09 .  11.3(13mi/h) .  10.4  (12 mi/h). 

Ogden  Island  Buoy  99 . Blind  Bny  mile  cast  of  Light  186.  13.0  (15  mi/h) . 10.4  (12  mi/h). 

Blind  Bay  W  mile  east  of  Light  162..  Deer  Island  Light  186 . 11.3  (13  mi/h) . 10.4  (12  mt'h). 

Deer  Island  Light  186 .  Bartlett  Point  Light  2J7 . 8.6  (10  mi/h  upb) _ 7.7  (Omi/h  upb'. 

10.4  (12  mi/h  dnh)...  10.4  (12mi.'h  dnb). 

Ban lett  Point  Light  227 .  Tiblx’tts  Point.  . 1.4.0  (1.5  mi/h) . .  10.4  (12  mi  h). 

Junction  of  Canadian  Middle  Open  waters  belwtH-n  Wolfe  and  9.5  (II  mi, 'll) .  .  9.5  (11  ini.'h). 

t'hannel  and  Main  Channel  Howe  Islands  through  the  said 
alireast  of  Ironsides  Island.  Middle  Channel. 

IxK'k  1.  Welland  Canal . .  Outer  Piers,  Port  Weller  Harlair .  .  T.7  (9  mi/'h) .  7.7  (9  mi/h). 

Port  Kolanson . . .  Ramey’s  Bend  through  the  Wei-  7.7  (9mi,h) . . 7.7  (9  mi/'h). 

liuid  Bypass. 

All  otiicr  canals .  .  . 6.1  t7  mi/h) . 6.1  (7  mi/h). 


'  Miuimutii  si>ecds  at  which  a  vessel  may  travel  in  identified  areas  in  both  normal  and  high  water  conditions  are 
set  forth  in  this  schedule.  The  Corporation  and  the  Authority  shall,  from  time  to  time,  designate  the  set  of  speed 
limits  which  is  in  effect.  The  maximum  speeds  set  forth  in  the  st-ln  dule  shall  always  be  subject  to  speci  He  instruct  ion 
to  a  particular  vessel. 
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Standards  Divlslcm.  Office  at  Water 
Planning  and  Standards  (WH-<58S).  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
Street  SW,.  Washington.  D.C.  20400.  AD 
written  comments  received  by  May  17. 
1977  will  be  considered  in  developing  the 
hnal  regxilation. 

Dated:  March  7. 1977. 

Andrcw  W.  Breioekbach. 

ActiTto  Administrator. 

Section  140.4  is  amended  by  adding 
new  paragraph  (b)  (1) : 

§  140.4  Complete  prohibition. 

(b)  •  *  • 

(1)  For  the  following  waters  the  dis¬ 
charge  from  a  vessel  of  any  sewage 
(whether  treated  or  not)  Is  completely 
prohibited; 

Boundary  Waters  Canoe  Area,  formerly  des¬ 
ignated  as  the  Superior,  Little  Indian 
Sioux,  and  Caribou  RocMllees  Areas,  In  the 
Supertor  National  Forest,  Minnesota,  as 
described  In  16  UB.C.  677-  677d-l. 

[FB  Doc.77-8259  FUed  3-17-77:8:46  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Federal  Supply  Service 

[41  CFR  Parts  101-43,  101-44,  101-45 
and  101-48  ] 

UTILIZATION,  DONATION,  OR  DISPOSAL 
OF  ABANDONED  AND  FORFEITED  PER¬ 
SONAL  PROPERTY 

Proposed  Changes 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Service  Administration  (GSA)  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  the  Federal  Property 
Management  Regulations  (FPMR)  to 
establish  new  Part  101-48 — Utilization, 
Donation,  or  Disposal  of  Abandcmed  and 
Forfeited  Personal  Property,  and  cano^ 
Subpart  101-43.4 — ^Utilization  of  Aban¬ 
doned  and  Forfeited  Personal  Property, 
Subpart  101-44.6 — Donation  of  Aban¬ 
doned  and  Forfeited  Personal  Prr^rty, 
and  Subpart  101-45.4 — Disposal  of  Aban¬ 
doned  and  Forfeited  Personal  Property. 
The  proposed  amendment  is  designated 
to  simplify  the  regulations  that  deal  with 
abandoned  and  forfeited  personal  prop¬ 
erty  by  consolidating  and  establishing 
them  as  a  separate  part  of  FPMR  Sub¬ 
chapter  H. 

Written  comments  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendmmt  may  be  submitted  to 
the  General  Services  Administration  (F) , 
Washington,  D.C.  20406,  on  or  before 
AprU  15, 1977. 

In  consonance  with  the  foregoing.  It 
is  proposed  to  amend  the  FPMR  as 
follows: 

PART  101-43— UTILIZATION  OF 
PERSONAL  PROPERTY 

1.  The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101- 
43  is  amended  to  delete  the  entries  for 
Subpart  101-43.4  and  all  sections  there¬ 
of  and  to  reserve  the  subpart  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-43.4  [Reserved] 

2.  Part  101-43  is  amended  to  delete  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  101-43.4  and  to  re¬ 
serve  the  subpart  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-43.4  [Reserved] 


PART  101-44— DONATION  OF 
PERSONAL  PROPERTY 

3.  The  table  of  oont^ts  for  Part  101-44 
is  am^ded  to  delete  the  entries  for  all 
sectltms  of  Subpart  101-44.6,  delete 
S  101-44.4904,  and  reserve  the  following 
entries: 

101-44.001-3  [  Reserved  ] 

101-44.001-6  I  Reserved  I 
101-44.001-8  [Reserved] 

101-44B01-16  [Reserved] 

Subpart  101-44.6  [Reserved] 

4.  Part  101-44  is  amended  to  delete  and 
reserve  the  following  sections: 

§  101—44.001—2  [Reserved] 

§  101-44.001-^  [Reserved] 

§  101-44.001-8  [Reserved] 

§  101—44.001—16  [Reserved] 

5.  Part  101-44  is  amended  to  delete  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  101-44.6  and  to  re¬ 
serve  the  subpart  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-44.6  [Reserved] 
Subpart  101-44.49 — Illustrations 
§  101-44.4904  [Deleted] 

6.  Section  101-44.4904  is  deleted. 


PART  101-45— SALE,  ABANDONMENT, 
OR  DESTRUCTION  OF  PERSONAL 
PROPERTY 

7.  The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101-4S 
is  amended  to  delete  the  entries  for  Sub¬ 
part  101-45.4  and  all  sections  thereof  and 
to  reserve  the  subpart  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-45.4  [Rasarvad] 

8.  Part  101-45  Is  amended  to  delete  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  101-45.4  and  to 
reserve  the  subpart  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-45.4  [Reserved] 

9.  Part  101-48  is  added  as  follows: 

PART  101-48 — UTILIZATION,  DONATION, 
OR  DISPOSAL  OF  ABANDONED  AND 
FORFEITED  PERSONAL  PROPERTY 

Sec. 

101-48.000  Sc<^  of  part. 

101-48.001  Deflnitloni. 

101-48.001-1  Abandoned  other  un¬ 

claimed  property. 
101-48.001-2  Distilled  spirits. 

101-48.001-8  Eleemosynary  Instltutlrm. 
101-48.001-4  Firearms. 

101-48.001-6  Forfeited  property. 

101-48.001-6  Malt  beverages. 

101-48.001^7  Property. 

101-48.001-8  Voluntarily  abandoned  prc^- 
erty. 

101-48.001-8  Wine. 

Subpart  101-48.1 — Utilization  of  Abandoned  and 
,  Forfaited  Personal  Property 

101-48.100  Scope  of  subpart. 

101-48.101  Forfeited  or  voluntarily  aban¬ 
doned  property. 

101-48.101-1  Sources  of  property  available 
tar  utilization. 

101-48.101-2  Ctistody  of  property. 
101-48.101-3  Cost  of  care  and  handling. 
101-48.101-4  Retention  by  bolding  agency. 
101-48.101-6  Property  required  to  be 
r^KWted. 

101-48.101-8  •  Transfer  to  other  Federal 
agencies. 

101-48.101-7  Reimbursement  and  costs  In¬ 
cident  to  transfer. 
101-48.101-8  Billing. 


Sec. 

101-48.101-0  Disposition  of  proceeds. 
101-48.103  Abandoned  or  other  unelatmed 
property. 

101-48.103-1  Vesting  of  tlUs  In  the  United 

ntntow 

101-48.103-2  Reporting. 

101-48.103-8  Reimbursement. 

101-48.103-4  Proceeds. 

Subpsrt  101-48.2 — Donation  of  Abandoned  and 
Forfaited  Personal  Property 

101-48.200  Scope  of  Bubpart. 

101-48.201  Donation  of  fm^elted  dto- 
tilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt 
beverages. 

101-18.301-1  General. 

101-48.201-2  Establishment  of  ellglbUlty. 
101-48.201-3  Requests  by  Institutions. 
101-48.201-4  Filling  requests. 

101-48.201-6  Donation  of  lots  not  required 
to  be  reported. 

101-48.201-6  Packing  and  shipping  costs. 

Subpart  101-48.3 — Disposal  ef  Abandoned  and 
Forfaited  Personal  Property 

101-48.300  Scope  of  subpart. 

101-48.301  General. 

101-48.302  Distilled  spirits,  wine,  and 
malt  beverages. 

101-48.303  Firearms. 

101-48.304  Property  other  than  distilled 
spirits,  wine,  and  malt  bev¬ 
erages  and  firearms. 

101-48.305  Disposition  of  proceeds  from 
sale. 

101-48.306-1  Abandoned  or  other  un¬ 
claimed  property. 

101-48.305-2  Forfeited  or  voluntarily  aban¬ 
doned  property. 

Subparts  101-48.4 — 101^18.48  [Rasarvad] 
Subpart  101-48.49 — Illustrations  of  Forms 
101-48.4000  Scope  of  subpart. 

101-48.4801  [Reserved] 

101-48.4903  GSA  forms. 

101-48.4002-18  GSA  Form  18.  Application  of 
Eleemosynary  Institution. 

§  101— 48.00(K  Scope  of  part. 

This  part  prescribes  the  policies  and 
methods  governing  the  utilization,  dona¬ 
tion.  and  disposal  of  abandoned  and  for¬ 
feit^  personal  property  under  the  cus¬ 
tody  or  control  of  any  Federal  agency  in 
the  United  States,  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico,  American  Samoa,  Guam, 
the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Is¬ 
lands,  and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

§  101—48.001  DeRnitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  Part  101-48, 
the  following  twins  shall  have  the  mean¬ 
ings  set  forth  in  this  section. 

§  101—48.001—1  Abandoned  or  other  un¬ 
claimed  property. 

“Abandoned  or  other  imclaimed  prop¬ 
erty’'  means  personal  property  that  Is 
found  on  premises  owned  or  leased  by  the 
Government  and  which  Is  subject  to  the 
filing  of  a  claim  therefor  by  the  former 
owner  (s)  within  3  years  from  the  vesting 
of  title  in  the  United  States. 

§  101—48.001—2  Distilled  spirits. 

“Distilled  spirits,”  as  defined  in  the 
Federal  Alcohol  Administration  Act  (27 
U.S.C.  211) ,  as  now  in  force  or  hereafter 
amended,  means  ethyl  alcohol;  hydrated 
oxide  of  ethyl;  or  spirits  of  wine,  whis¬ 
key,  rum,  brandy,  gin,  and  other  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits,  including  all  dilutions  and 
mixtures  thereof. 
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§  101— 4S.001— 3  Ele«‘mo«}'nary  instita- 
lion. 

“Eleemosynary  Institution”  means  a 
nonprofit  institutlmi  organized  and  op- 
erated  for  charitable  purposes  whose 
income  does  not  hnue  in  whole  or  in  part 
to  the  benefit  of  shareholders  or  individ¬ 
uals  and  which  shall  have  filed  with  the 
Regional  Administrator,  08A  Region  3. 
a  satisfactory  statement  establishing 
such  status. 

§  101—48.001—4  Firearii». 

“Firearms,”  as  defined  in  18  U.S.C. 
921,  as  now  in  force  or  hereafter 
amended,  means  any  weapon  (Includ* 
ing  a  starter  gun)  which  will,  or  is 
designed  to,  or  may  readily  be  converted 
to  expel  a  projectile  by  the  action  of  an 
explosive;  the  frame  or  receiver  of  any 
such  weapon  or  any  firearm  muffler  or 
firearm  silencer;  or  any  destructive  de¬ 
vice.  This  term  does  not  Include  an  an¬ 
tique  firearm. 

§  101—48.001—5  Forfeited  property. 

“Forfeited  proi}erty”  means  personsJ 
prcverty  acquired  by  a  Federal  agency 
either  by  summary  process  or  by  cn-der 
of  a  cotut  of  cmnpetent  jurisdiction  pur¬ 
suant  to  any  law  of  the  United  States. 

§  101-48.001-6  Malt  beverages. 

“Malt  beverages,”  as  defined  in  the 
Federal  Alcohtd  Administration  Act  (27 
U.S.C.  211),  as  now  in  force  or  hereaft^ 
amended,  means  beverages  made  by  the 
alcoholic  fermentation  of  an  infusion  or 
decoction,  or  combination  of  both,  in 
potable  brewing  water,  of  malted  barley 
with  hops  or  their  parts  or  products  and 
with  or  without  other  malted  cereals; 
and  with  or  without  the  addition  of  un¬ 
malted  or  prepared  cereals,  other  car¬ 
bohydrates,  or  products  prepared  there¬ 
from;  and  with  or  without  the  addition 
of  carbon  dioxide;  and  with  or  without 
other  whole8<Mne  products  suitable  for 
human  food  consumption. 

§  101—48.001—7  Property. 

“Property”  means  all  personal  prop¬ 
erty,  including  but  not  limited  to  vessels, 
vehicles,  aircraft,  distilled  spirits,  wine, 
and  malt  beverages. 

§  101-48.001-8  Volunlarily  abandoned 
property. 

“Voluntarily  abandoned  property” 
means  personal  property- abandoned  to  a 
Federal  agency  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
vest  title  thereto  in  the  United  States. 

§  101-48.001-9  Wine. 

“Wine”  means  any  of  the  wines  defined 
in  sections  5381  and  5385  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (26  U.S.C.  5381, 
5385),  as  now  in  force  or  hereafter 
amended,  and  other  alcoholic  beverages 
not  so  defined,  but  made  in  the  maimer 
of  wine,  including  sparkling  and  car¬ 
bonated  wine;  wine  made  from  con¬ 
densed  grape  must;  wine  made  from 
agricultural  products  other  than  the 
Juice  of  sound,  ripe  graiies;  imitation 
wine;  compounds  sold  as  wine;  ver- 
mouto;  cider;  perry;  and  sake.  The 
alcoholic  content  of  these  beverages  shall 


not  contain  less  than  7  percent  nor  more 
than  24  percent  of  alcohcd  by  vcdume  and 
shall  not  be  for  industrial  use 

Subpait  101-48.1 — Utilization  of  Aban¬ 
doned  and  Forfeited  Personal  Property 

§  101—48.100  Scope  of  subpart. 

This  Subpart  101-48.1  prescribes  the 
policies  and  methods  for  utilization  and 
transfer  within  the  Oovemment  of  for¬ 
feited  or  voluntarily  abandoned  personal 
property  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40 
U.S.C.  304  f  through  m,  and  abandoned 
and  other  unclaimed  property  found  on 
premises  owned  or  leased  by  the  Oovem¬ 
ment  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40 
U.S.C.  484(m) ,  which  may  come  into  the 
custody  or  control  of  any  Federal  agency 
in  the  United  States,  the  Commonwealth 
of  Puerto  Rico,  American  Samoa,  Guam, 
the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands, 
or  the  Virgin  Islands.  Prc^rty  in  this 
category  located  elsewhere  shafi  be  uti¬ 
lized  and  transferred  in  accordance  with 
the  regulations  of  the  agency  having 
custody  thereof. 

§  101—48.101  Forfeited  or  voluntarily 
abandoned  property. 

Forfeited  or  voluntarily  abandoned 
property,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  40 
U.S.C.  304  f  through  m,  except  as  other¬ 
wise  indicated  In  this  Subpart  101-48.1, 
shall  be  reported  and  handled  in  the 
same  manner  as  excess  property  under 
Subpart  101-43.3. 

§  101—48.101—1  Source*  of  prop«Tly 
available  for  utilization. 

Property  available  for  utilization  under 
1 101-48.101  is  property  which  is  in  the 
custody  or  tmder  the  control  of  any 
agency  of  the  U.S.  Oovemment,  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  forfeiture  or  volimtary  abandon¬ 
ment. 

§101—48.101—2  Custody  of  property. 

(a)  OSA  generally  will  not  take  pos¬ 
session  of  prtmerty  that  is  forfeited  or 
voluntarily  abandoned.  Such  property 
shall  remain  in  the  custody  of  and  be  the 
responsibility  of  the  holding  agency. 

(b)  OSA  will  direct  the  disposition  of 
forfeited  firearms  that  are  subject  to  the 
disposal  provisions  of  26  U.S.C.  5862(b). 
OSA  authorizes  the  retentiim  of  any  such 
firearm  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
or  his  delegate  for  official  use. 

(c)  OSA  will  direct  the  disposition  of 
distilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt  beverages 
that  are  forfeited  other  than  by  court  de¬ 
cree  or  by  order  of  a  court: 

(1)  By  transfer  to  Oovemment  agen¬ 
cies  which  have  a  need  for  such  beverages 
for  medicinal,  scientific,  ot  mechanical 
purposes,  or  for  any  other  purpose  for 
which  appropriated  fimds  may  be  ex¬ 
pended  by  a  Government  agency; 

(2)  By  donation  to  eleemosynary  in¬ 
stitutions  (as  defined  in  S  101-48.001-3) 
which  have  a  need  for  such  beverages  for 
medicinal  purposes;  or 

(3)  By  destmction. 

§  101—48.101—3  (zMt  of  rare  and  han¬ 
dling. 

Each  holding  agency  shall  be  responsi¬ 
ble  for  performing  care  and  handling  of 


forfeited  or  vcriuntarily  abandoned  per¬ 
sonal  property  pending  disposition. 

§  101—48.101—4  Retention  by  holding 
■gmry. 

(a)  Subject  to  the  limitations  on  cer¬ 
tain  types  of  passenger  vehicles  (see 
S  101-43.302 (e) ),  a  Federal  agency  may 
retain  and  devote  to  official  use  any  prop¬ 
erty  in  its  custody  that  is  (1)  forfeited 
other  than  by  court  decree  or  (2)  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  agency  to  be  voluntarily 
abandoned.  Large  sedans  and  limousines 
may  be  retained  by  an  agency  and  de¬ 
vote  to  official  use  only  if  such  retention 
is  clearly  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  101-38.13. 

(b)  A  holding  agency,  when  reporting 
property  pm*suant  to  §  101-48.101-5, 
which  is  subject  to  pending  court  pro¬ 
ceedings  for  fCM’feiture,  may  at  the  same 
time  file  a  request  for  such  property  for 
its  official  use.  OSA  will  then  make  appli¬ 
cation  to  the  court  requesting  deUvery  of 
the  property  to  the  holding  agency. 

(c)  Any  property  that  is  retained  by  a 
Federal  agency  for  official  use  imder  this 
Subpart  101-48.1  shall  thereupon  lose  its 
Identity  as  fmTeited  or  volimtarlly  aban¬ 
doned  property.  When  such  property  is 
no  longer  required  for  official  use,  it  shall 
be  reported  as  excess  in  accordance  with 
§  101-43.311. 

§  101—48.101—5  Prtjprrty  rrquimi  lo  bo 
roporled. 

(a)  A  Federal  agency  shall  promptly 
report,  in  accordance  with  §§  101-43.311 
through  101-43.313,  property  in  its  cus¬ 
tody  that  is  forfeited  other  than  by  court 
degree  or  voluntarily  abandoned  and  not 
desired  for  retention  by  that  agency  for 
its  official  use  and  property  on  which 
proceedings  for  forfeiture  by  court  de¬ 
cree  are  being  started  or  have  begun,  ex¬ 
cept  that: 

(1)  Reports  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Regional  Administrator,  OSA  Regicm  3 
(mailing  address;  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (3A),  Washlngtixi,  DC 
20407),  in  lieu  of  being  submitted  to  the 
OSA  regional  office  for  the  region  in 
which  the  property  is  located.  The  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  Approval 
Number  29-R0012  has  been  assigned  to 
this  reputing  requirement; 

(2)  The  reporting  agency’s  internal 
documents  containing  information  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  propeity  may  be  used  in  lieu 
of  the  Standard  Form  120,  Report  of 
Excess  Personal  Property;  and 

(3)  Distilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt 
beverages  fit  for  human  consumption  in 
quantities  of  5  wine  gallons  or  more  shall 
he  reported  regardless  of  acquisition  cost. 

(b)  The  following  information  shall  be 
furnished: 

(1)  Whether  property  was: 

(1)  Abandoned; 

(ii)  Forfeited  other  than  by  court  de¬ 
cree;  or 

(iii)  The  subject  of  a  court  proceeding 
and,  if  so,  the  name  of  tl^e  defendant  and 
the  place  and  Judicial  district  of  the  court 
from  which  the  decree  has  been  or  will 
be  issued; 

(2)  EIxistence  or  probability  of  a  lien 
or  claim  of  lien,  or  other  accrued  or  ac- 
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cruing  charges,  and  the  amoiuit  involved; 
and 

(3)  If  the  property  Is  distilled  spirits, 
wine,  or  malt  beverages:  Quantities  and 
kinds  (rye  or  bourbon  or  other  whiskey 
and  its  brand,  if  any;  sparkling  or  stiU 
wine  and  its  color  or  brand;  cordial, 
brandy,  gin,  etc.)  proof  rating,  and  ocm- 
dition  for  shipping. 

*  (c)  In  addition  to  the  exceptions  and 

special  handling  described  in  §§  101- 
43.312  and  101-43.313,  the  following  for¬ 
feited  or  volimtaiily  abandoned  property 
need  not  be  reported: 

(1)  Forfeited  arms  or  mimitions  of  war 
which  are  handled  pursuant  to  22  U.S.C. 
401;  , 

(2)  Forfeited  firearms  which  are  trans¬ 
ferable  hy  the  holding  agency  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense; 

(3)  Abandoned,  condemned,  or  for¬ 
feited  tobacco,  sniiflf,  cigars,  or  cigarettes 
which  the  holding  agency  estimates  will 
not,  if  offered  for  sale  by  competitive  bid, 
bring  a  price  equal  to  the  internal  reve¬ 
nue  tax  due  and  payable  thereon;  and 
which  is  subject  to  destruction  or  delivery 
without  pasmient  of  any  tax  to  any  hospi¬ 
tal  maintained  by  the  United  States  for 
the  use  of  present  or  former  members  of 
the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States; 

(4)  Forfeited  distilled  spirits  (includ¬ 
ing  alcohol),  wine,  and  malt  beverages 
not  fit  for  human  consumption  nor  for 
medicinal,  scientific,  or  mechanical  pur¬ 
poses.  (Domestic  forfeited  distilled  spirits, 
wine,  and  malt  beverages  which  were  not 
produced  at  a  registered  distillery,  win¬ 
ery,  or  brewery  or  which  are  in  contain¬ 
ers  that  have  been  opened  or  entered 
shall  be  regarded  as  not  fit  for  human 
consumption.  (See  §  101-48.302  for  dis¬ 
position.)  ) ; 

(5)  Distilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt 
beverages  in  any  one  seizure  of  less  than 
5  wine  gallons  (see  §§  101-48.201-5  and 
101-48.302  for  disposition) ; 

(6)  Effects  of  deserters  from  the  Coast 
Guard  or  the  military  services,  or  of  de¬ 
ceased  persons  of  the  Coast  Guard  or 
the  military  service,  or  of  deceased  in¬ 
mates  of  naval  or  soldiers’  homes  or 
(government  hospitals; 

(7)  Seeds,  plants,  or  misbranded  pack¬ 
ages  seized  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  pursuant  to  authorities  provided 
by  law; 

(8)  (jiame  and  equipment  (other  Umn 
vessels,  including  cargo)  seized  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  pxirsuant  to 
authorities  provided  by  law; 

(9)  Files  of  p>apers.  all  dead  and  un¬ 
deliverable  mail  matter,  and  nonmailable 
matter  in  the  custoday  of  the  Postmaster 
General; 

(10)  Infringing  articles  in  the  custody 
of  the  Patent  Office,  Dei>artm6nt  of 
Commerce; 

(11)  Unclaimed  and  abandoned  per¬ 
sonal  pr(H>erty  subject  to  applicable  cus¬ 
toms  laws  and  regulations; 

(12)  Collection  seizures  to  satisfy  tax 
liens  and  p»rop>erty  acquired  by  the  United 
States  In  pMtyment  of  or  as  security  for 
debts  arising  under  the  internal  revenue 
laws; 


(13)  Proi>erty,  the  vesting  and  dJsix>6i- 
Uon  of  which  is  controlled  by  the  piro- 
vlslons  of  38  U£.C.  5201  (et  seq.),  Dls- 
pxxsition  of  deceased  veterans’  i)ersonal 
property;  and 

(14)  Motor  vehicles  which  are  4  or 
more  years  old. 

(d)  The  general  rule  for  reporting 
sp>ecified  in  this  §  101-48.101-5  is  modi¬ 
fied  with  resptect  to  the  following: 

(1)  Cjontrolled  substances  (as  defined 
in  §  101-43.001-4),  regardless  of  quan¬ 
tity,  condition,  or  acquisition  cost,  shall 
be  reported  to  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20537; 

(2)  Forfeited  firearms  not  desired  for 
retention  by  the  seizing  agency,  except 
those  covered  by  (c)  (1)  and  (2),  above, 
shall  be  reported  provided  such  firearms 
are  in  excellent  serviceable  condition  and 
known  to  be  used  for  law  enforcement 
or  security  purp>oses  or  are  sufficiently 
unusual  to  be  of  interest  to  a  Federal 
museum.  Forfeited  firearms  not  repK>rt- 
able  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
criteria  shall  be  destroyed  and  dlsp>06ed 
of  pursuant  to  S  101-48.303; 

(3)  Property  forfeited  other  than  by 

court  decree  which  is  suitable  for  human 
consumption  or  which  may  be  used  in  the 
preparation  of  food  may  be  immediately 
transferred  by  the  agency  having  cus¬ 
tody  to  the  nearest  Federal  agency 
known  to  be  a  user  of  such  prop>erty, 
without  specific  authorization  from 
GSA;  ^ 

(4)  Vessels  of  1,500  gross  tons  or  more 
which  the  Maritime  Administration  de¬ 
termines  to  be  merchant  vessels  or  ciqja- 
ble  of  conversion  to  merchant  use  shall 
be  reported  to  the  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration; 

(5)  Prop>erty  seized  by  one  Federal 
agency  but  adopted  by  another  for 
prosecution  under  laws  enforced  by  the 
adopting  Federal  agency  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  by  the  adopting  agency  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  and  in  the  manner  required  by  this 
Subpart  101-48.1;  and 

(6)  Lost,  abandoned,  or  imclaimed 
personal  prop«^  contndled  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  10  U.S.C.  2575  shall  be  disF>osed 
of  as  provided  by  10  U.S.C.  2575  an<l  reg¬ 
ulations  issued  thereunder  by  appropri¬ 
ate  authority. 

(e)  Property  not  required  to  be  re¬ 
ported  pursuant  to  this  %  101-48.101-5 
and  not  excepted  or  modified  with  re¬ 
spect  to  reporting  pursuant  to  this  9  101- 

48.101- 5  shall  be  handled  as  set  forth  In 
§  101-43.306. 

§  101-48.101-^  Transfer  to  other  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies. 

(a)  Normally,  the  transfer  of  forfeited 
or  volxmtarlly  abandoned  personal  prc^- 
erty  shall  be  accomplish^  by  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  a  Standard  Form  122,  Transfer 
Order-Excess  Personal  Property  (see 

9.101- 43.4906),  or  any  other  transfer 
order  form  approved  by  GSA,  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Admhilstrator,  GSA  Region  3 
(mailing  address  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (3A) ,  Washington,  D.C. 
20407) ,  for  8q)proval. 

(b)  Ebtcept  for  property  which  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  court  action,  the  transfer  order 


shall  indicate  the  agency  having  cus¬ 
today  of  the  property,  the  l(x:atlon  of  the 
property,  the  report  or  case  number  on 
which  the  property  is  listed,  the  prop¬ 
erty  required,  and  the  fair  value,  if  ap¬ 
plicable. 

(c)  Property  subject  to  court  action 
may  be  requested  by  submitting  a  trans¬ 
fer  order  or  a  letter  setting  forth  the 
need  for  the  property  by  the  agency.  If 
proceedings  for  the  forfeiture  of  the 
property  by  court  decree  are  being  started 
or  have  begim,  application  will  be  made 
by  GSA  to  the  court,  prior  to  entry  of  a 
decree,  for  an  order  requiring  delivery  of 
the  property  to  an  appropriate  recipient 
for  its  official  use. 

(d)  Transfers  of  forfeited  or  volun¬ 
tarily  abandoned  distilled  spirits,  wine, 
and  malt  beverages  shall  be  limited  to 
those  for  medicinal,  scientific,  or  me¬ 
chanical  purposes  or  for  any  other  official 
purposes  for  which  appropriated  funds 
may  be  expended  by  a  Government 
agency.  Transfer  orders  shall  be  signed 
by  the  head  of  the  requesting  agency 
or  his  designee.  Where  officials  are  des¬ 
ignated  to  sign,  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator,  GSA  Region  3  (mailing  address: 
General  Services  Administration  (3A), 
Washington,  D.C.  20407),  shall  be  ad¬ 
vised  of  designees  by  letter  signed  by  the 
head  of  the  agency  concerned.  No  trans¬ 
fer  order  will  be  acted  upon  unless  it  is 
signed  as  provided  herein. 

(e)  ’Transfer  orders  requesting  the 
transfer  of  forfeited  dr  voluntarily  aban¬ 
doned  firearms  should  set  forth  the  need 
for  the  property  by  .  the  requesting 
agency. 

(f)  Any  property  transferred  for  offi¬ 
cial  use  imder  this  Subpart  101-48.1  shall 
thereupon  lose  its  Identity  as  forfeited 
or  voluntarily  abandoned  property.  When 
no  longer  required  for  official  use,  it  shall 
be  reported  as  excess  in  accordance  with 
§  101-43.311. 

§  101—48.101—7  ReimlHir«enienl  and 
ro$t8  inrident  to  transfer. 

(a)  Reimbursement  upon  transfer  of 
personal  property  forfeited  or  volun¬ 
tarily  abandoned  other  than  by  court  de¬ 
cree  shall  be  in  accordance  with  9  101- 
43.315-3. 

(b)  Reimbursement  for  judicially  for¬ 
feited  property  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  provisions  of  the  court  decree. 

(c)  Commercial  charges  inciured  at 
the  tilme  of  and  subsequent  to  forfeiture 
or  voluntary  abandonment  but  prior  to 
transfer  shall  be  borne  by  the  transferee 
agency  when  billed  by  the  commercial 
organization. 

(d)  The  direct  costs  incurred  by  the 
holding  agency  prior  to  the  transfer  of 
forfeited  or  voluntarily  abandoned  prop¬ 
erty  shall  be  borne  by  the  transferee 
agency  when  billed  by  the  holding 
agency.  Overhead  or  administrative  costs 
or  charges  shall  not  be  Included.  Onhr 
costs  set  forth  in  40  U.S.C.  304J.  such  as 
storage,  packing,  preparation  for  ship¬ 
ment,  loading,  and  transportation,  shsdl 
be  recovered  by  the  holding  agency. 

§  101-48.101-8  Billing. 

(a)  Each  holding  agency  shall  Be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  billing  and  collecting  the 
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costs  of  care  and  handling,  as  well  as 
the  fair  value  of  property  transferred  to 
other  agencies,  when  such  reimburse¬ 
ment  is  required  in  accordance  with 
S  101-43.315-3. 

<b>  Commercial  organizations  accru¬ 
ing  charges  prior  to  transfer  shall  be 
responsible  for  billing  and  collecting 
these  charges  from  the  transferee 
agency. 

§  101— 48.101— 9  I)i<>p4>»ili<)n  of  pro- 

rerd*. 

Where  reimbursement  for  fair  value  is 
to  be  made  in  accordance  with  §  101- 
43.315-3,  the  fair  value  proceeds  shall  be 
deposited  in  the  Treasury  to  miscellane¬ 
ous  recipts  or  in  the  appropriate  agency 
account  by  the  transferor  agency. 

§  101—48.102  .Abandoned  or  oilier  un- 
t'laimed  priipeiiy. 

§  101—18.102—1  VeMing  of  title  in  the 
I'nited  .Stales. 

Abandoned  or  other  unclaimed  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section 
203 <m)  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended  (40  U.S.C.  484 (m)),  shall  re¬ 
main  in  the  cust(xiy  of  and  be  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  the  agency  finding  such 
property.  The  property  shall  be  held  for 
a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date  of  find¬ 
ing  such  property.  Upon  expiration  of 
this  30-day  period,  title  to  such  property 
vests  in  the  United  States,  except  that 
title  reverts  to  the  owner  where  a  proper 
claim  is  filed  by  the  owner  prior  to  offi¬ 
cial  use  or  transfer  for  official  use  and. 
if  there  is  no  official  use  or  transfer  for 
official  use,  prior  to  sale  of  the  property. 

§  101—18.102—2  Reporting. 

(a)  Abandoned  or  other  unclaimed 
property  not  utilized  by  the  holding 
agency  shall  be  reported  and  handled  in 
the  same  manner  as  excess  property 
under  Subpart  101-43.3,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  iei-48.102-2(b). 

(b)  Abandoned  or  other  unclaimed 
property  which,  by  the  provisions  of 
§  101-43.311,  is  not  required  to  be  re¬ 
ported  and  which  is  not  otherwise  trans¬ 
ferred  pursuant  to  Subpart  101-43.3, 
shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  101-48.3. 

§  101—48.102—3  Reimbllr^enlrnl. 

Reimbursement  of  fair  market  value, 
as  determined  by  the  head  of  the  finding 
or  transferor  agency,  shall  be  required  in 
connection  with  official  use  by  the  find¬ 
ing  agency  or  transfer  for  official  use  of 
abandoned  or  other  imclaimed  property. 
Pair  market  value  as  used  herein  does 
not  mean  fair  value  as  determined  under 
§  101-43.315-3. 

§  101—18.102—4  Piweed)*. 

Reimbtirsement  for  official  use  by  the 
finding  agency  or  transfer  for  official  use 
of  abandoned  or  other  unclaimed  prop¬ 
erty  shall  be  deposited  in  a  special  fund 
by  the  finding  or  transferor  agency  for  a 
period  of  at  least  3  years.  A  former  owTier 
may  be  reimbursed  from  the  special 
fund,  based  upon  a  proper  claim  made  to 
the  finding  or  transferor  agency  and  filed 


within  3  years  from  the  date  of  vesting  of 
title  in  the  United  States.  Such  reim¬ 
bursement  shall  not  exceed  fair  market 
value  at  the  time  title  was  vested  in  the 
United  States,  less  the  costs  incident  to 
the  care  and  handling  of  such  property 
as  determined  by  the  head  of  the  agency 
concerned. 

Subpart  101-48.2 — Donation  of  Aban¬ 
doned  and  Forfeited  Personal  Property 

§  101—18.200  S-opo  of  •‘ubpari. 

This  Subpart  101-48  2  prescribes  the 
policies  and  methods  governing  the  do¬ 
nation  by  Federal  agencies  of  abandoned 
and  forfeited  property  in  their  custody  or 
control  in  the  United  States,  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  American 
Samoa.  Guam,  the  Trust  Territory  of  the 
Pacific  Islands,  or  the  Virgin  Islands. 

§  101—18.201  Donniion  of  forf<-ite«l  fli<- 
lillod  •kpirils,  nine,  anal  mall  ba-v- 
aTiigr*. 

§  I0I-18.20I-I  Ua-naral. 

Forfeited  distilled  spirits,  wine,  and 
malt  beverages  for  which  there  is  no  Fed¬ 
eral  utilization  shall  be  made  available  to 
appropriate  eleemo.synary  institutions 
prior  to  other  disposition. 

§  101 — 18.201 — 2  EKlabl■^llma'nl  of  eli¬ 
gibility. 

Eleemosynary  Institutions  desiring  to 
obtain  available  distilled  spirits,  wine, 
and  malt  beverages  shall  submit  GSA 
Form  18.  Application  of  Eleemosynary 
Institution  (see  §  101-48. 4902-18> .  to  the 
General  Services  Administration  (3FW*. 
Washington.  DC.  20407.  The  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Approval 
Number  29-R0012  ha.s  been  assigned  to 
this  reporting  requirement. 

§  101— 18.201— 3  KequrMls  by  institu¬ 
tion  n. 

Eligible  institutions  desiring  to  obtain 
available  distilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt 
beverages  shall  show  on  the  GSA  Form 
18,  Application  of  Eleemasynary  Iristi- 
tution.  the  kind  and  quantity  desired. 
The  Federal  Supply  Service,  GSA  Region 
3.  will  'inform  the  eligible  institution 
when  such  alcoholic  beverages  become 
available,  request  confirmation  that  the 
institution’s -requirement  is  current,  and 
inform  the  institution  that  shipment  will 
be  initiated  upon  such  confirmation. 

§101-18.201 — 1  Filling  requests. 

The  GSA  Regional  Administrator. 
Region  3.  will  authorize  the  seizing 
agency  to  fill  such  requests  as  he  may 
determine  proper  to  ensure  equitable 
distribution  among  requesting  institu¬ 
tions. 

§  101—18.201—5  Ibinalion  of  lot*  not  re- 
quirtnl  to  be  reptirteil. 

Forfeited  distilled  spirits,  wine,  and 
malt  beverages  not  required  to  be  re¬ 
ported  under  S  101-48.101-5  may  be  do¬ 
nated  to  eleemosynary  institutions 
known  to  be  eligible  therefor  if  the  bev¬ 
erages  are  determined  by  the  seizing 
agency  to  be  suitable  for  human  con¬ 
sumption.  The  holding  agency  shall 


promptly  report  such  donations  by  letter 
to  the  General  Services  Administration 
(3FW),  Washington.  DC  20407.  This  re¬ 
port  shall  state  the  quantity  and  type  so 
demated.  the  name  and  address  of  the 
donee  institution,  and  the  date  of  the 
donation. 

§  101 — 18.201— Parking  and  wbipping 
ro!>t!t. 

The  receiving  institutions  shall  pay  all 
costs  of  packing,  shipping,  and  transpor¬ 
tation. 

Subpart  101-48.3 — Disposal  of  Aban¬ 
doned  and  Forfeited  Personal  Property 

§  101 — 18.300  .S-npr  of  subpart. 

This  Subpart  101-48.3  prescribes  the 
policies  and  methods  governing  the  dis- 
pos.al  of  abandoned  or  other  unclaimed, 
voluntarily  abandoned,  or  forfeited  per¬ 
sonal  property  which  may  come  into  the 
custody  or  control  of  any  F^eral  agency 
in  the  United  States,  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  F^ierto  Rico.  American  Samoa. 
Guam,  the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands,  or  the  Virgin  Islands.  Property 
in  this  category  located  elsewhere  shall 
be  disposed  of  under  the  regulations  of 
the  agency  having  custody  thereof. 

§  1(11 — 18.301  (H-nrral. 

Any  property  in  the  custody  of  a  Fed¬ 
eral  agency  which  is  not  desired  for  re¬ 
tention  by  that  agency  nor  utilized 
within  any  Federal  agency  in  accordance 
with  Subpart  101-48.1  nor  donated  in 
accordance  with  Subpart  101-48.2  shall 
be  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Subpart  101-48.3. 

§  101— 18..302  DiKlilIrti  spirit!*,  winr,  and 
mall  borragO!*. 

(a)  Distilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt 
beverages  (as  defined  in  5  101-48.001  > 
which  are  not  required  to  be  reported 
under  §  101-48. 101-5(c>  (4)  shall  be  de¬ 
stroyed  as  prescribed  in  §  101-48.302(b> ; 
distilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt  bever¬ 
ages  which  are  not  required  to  be  re¬ 
ported  under  §  101-48. 101-5(c)  (5>  and 
which  have  not  been  donated  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Subpart  101-48.2  shall  be  de¬ 
stroyed  in  like  manner. 

(b)  When  reportable  abandoned  or 
forfeited  distilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt 
beverages  are  not  retained  by  the  hold¬ 
ing  agency,  tra^ferred  to  another 
agency,  or  donated  to  an  eleemosynary 
institution  by  GSA,  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator.  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion.  Region  3.  will  issue  clearance  to  the 
agency  which  submitted  the  report  as 
prescribed  by  5  101-48.101-5  for  destruc¬ 
tion  of  the  distilled  spirits,  wine,  and 
malt  beverages.  A  record  of  the  destruc¬ 
tion  showing  time,  place,  and  nomencla¬ 
ture  and  quantities  destroyed  shall  be 
filed  with  papers  and  documents  relating 
to  the  abandonment  or  forfeiture. 

§  101—18.303  Firearms. 

Abandoned  or  forfeited  firearms  or 
voluntarily  abandoned  firearms  shall  not 
be  sold  as  firearms.  They  may  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  sale  as  scrap  in  the  manner 
prescribed  in  S  101-45.309-4. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  4i.  NO.  53 — FRIDAY,  MARCH  It,  1977 


15084 


PROPOSED  RULES 


§  101—48.304  Properly  other  than  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt  bev¬ 
erages  and  firearms. 

Property  forfeited  other  than  by 
court  decree  or  voluntarily  abandoned, 
except  distilled  spirits,  wine,  and  malt 
beverages  and  firearms,  which  is  not  re¬ 
turned  to  a  claimant,  retained  by  the 
agency  of  custody,  or  transferred  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Subpart  101-48.1  may  be 
released  to  the  holding  agency  by  the 
Regional  Administrator.  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  Region  3,  for  public 
sale  except  as  otherv'ise  provided  by  law. 

(b'  Abandoned  or  other  unclaimed 
property  which  is  not  retained  by  the 
holding  agency,  not  transferred  to  an¬ 
other  agency,  or  not  required  to  be  re¬ 
ported  by  the  provisions  of  §  101-48.102, 
may  be  reported  for  sale  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  selling  activity  at  any  time  after 
title  vests  in  the  United  States  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  101-48.102-1. 

fc'  V'oluntarily  abandoned,  abandoned, 
or  otlier  unclaimed  property  and,  in  the 
absence  of  specific  direction  by  a  court, 
forfeited  property,  normally  shall  be  sold 
by  competitive  bid  as  prescribed  in  $  101- 
45.304-1,  subject  to  the  same  terms  and 
conditions  as  would  be  applicable  to  the 
sale  of  surplus  personal  property.  Vol¬ 
untarily  abandoned,  abandoned,  or  other 
unclaimed  property  and  forfeited  prop¬ 
erty  may  be  sold  also  by  negotiation  at 
the  discretion  of  the  selling  agency  but 
only  under  the  circumstances  set  f6rth 
in  §  101-45.304-2.  Such  property  shall  be 
identified  by  the  holding  agency  as  aban¬ 
doned  or  other  unclaimed,  voluntarily 
abandoned,  or  forfeited  property,  and 
shall  be  reported  for  sale  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  GSA  regional  office  or  to  such 
other  agency  as  otherwise  is  responsible 
for  selling  its  surplus  personal  property 
unless  specifically  required  by  law  to  be 
sold  by  the  holding  agency. 

§  101— tS.SO.S  Disposition  of  prorrrds 
f  rom  sale. 

§  101—48.303—1  .\baandoned  or  oilier 
unclaimed  property. 

(a*  Proceeds  from  sale  of  abandoned 
or  other  unclaimed  property  shall  be 
deposited  in  a  special  fund  by  the  find¬ 
ing  agency  for  a  period  of  3  years.  A 
former  owner  may  be  reimbursed  for 
abandoned  or  other  unclaimed  property 
which  had  been  disposed  of  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
101-48.3  upon  filing  a  proper  claim  with 
the  finding  agency  within  3  years  from 
the  date  of  vesting  of  title  in  the  United 
States.  Such  reimbursement  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  proceeds  realized  from  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  such  property  less  disposal  costs 
and  costs  of  the  care  and  handling  of 
such  property  as  determined  by  the  head 
of  the  agency  concerned. 

(b)  Records  of  abandoned  or  other 
unclaimed  proi>erty  shall  be  maintained 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  permit  identifi¬ 
cation  of  the  property  with  the  original 
owner,  if  known,  when  such  property  is 
offered  for  sale.  Records  of  proceeds  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  sale  of  abandoned  or 
other  unclaimed  property  shall  be  main¬ 


tained  as  part  of  the  permanent  file  and 
record  of  sale  until  the  3 -year  period  for 
filing  claims  has  elapsed. 

§  101—48.303—2  Forfeited  or  voluntar¬ 
ily  abandoned  properly. 

Proceeds  from  sale  of  property  which 
has  been  forfeited  other  ihan  by  court 
decree,  by  court  decree,  or  which  has 
been  voluntarily  abandoned,  shall  be  de¬ 
posited  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  as  miscellaneous  receipts  or  in 
such  other  agency  accounts  as  provided 
by  law  or  regulations. 

Subparts  101-48.4 — 101-48.48 
[Reserved] 

Subpart  101-48.49 — Illustrations  of  Forms 
§  101  —  48.4900  .Slope  of  subparl. 

This  subpart  illustrates  forms  pre¬ 
scribed  for  use  in  connection  with  subject 
matter  covered  in  this  Part  101-48. 


(a)  GSA  forms  in  this  section  show 
their  text,  format,  and  arrangement  and 
provide  a  ready  source  of  reference. 

(b)  Agency  field  offices  should  obtain 
the  GSA  forms  illustrated  in  this  Subpart 
101-48.49  by  submitting  their  consoli¬ 
dated  requirements  to  their  Washington 
headquarters  office  wliich  will  forward 
consolidated  requirements  to  the  General 
Services  Administration  (BRO),  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC  20405. 

§  101-48.4902-18  GSA  Form  18,  Appli- 
i-ation  of  FImiiosvnary  Iniililulion. 

Note. — The  form  illustrated  at  $  101-48  - 
4902-18  is  filed  with  the  original  document. 

(Sec  205(c).  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c).) 

(Note — The  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Inflation  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107.) 

Dated:  February  23. 1977. 

Wallace  H.  Robinson,  Jr.. 

Commissioner, 
Federal  Supply  Service. 
|FR  Doc.77-8002  Filed  3-17-77;8;45  am) 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47CFRPart73] 

(Docket  No.  21037,  RM-2755| 

RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

FM  Broadcast-  Station  in  Summersville, 
West  Virginia;  Order  Extending  Time  for 
Filing  Reply  Comments 


In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  sec¬ 
tion  73.202(b).  table  of  assignments.  FM 
broadcast  stations.  (Summersville,  West 
Virginia.) 

By  the  Chief.  Broadcast  Bureau: 

1.  On  December  30.  1976,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  adopted  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding. 


42  FR  3186.  The  date  for  filing  comments 
has  expired  and  the  date  for  filing  reply 
comments  is  presently  March  7,  1977. 

2.  On  March  7,  1977,  counsel  for  R  &  S 
Broadcasting,  Inc.,  proponent  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  requested  that  the  Commission 
waive  Section  1.46  of  its  Rules  and  that 
the  time  for  filing  reply  comments  be 
extended  to  and  including  March  14. 
1977.  Counsel  states  that  he  was  retained 
by  proponent  on  March  3,  and  was  ad¬ 
vised  that  a  counterproposal  had  been 
filed  in  the  instant  proceeding.  On  March 
4,  he  examined  the  docket  at  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  order  to  be  able  to  respond  to 
the  counterproposal  but  found  that  the 
counterproposal  was  not  contained  in  the 
docket.  Counsel  indicates  that  the  party 
that  filed  the  counterproposal  has 
transmitted  a  copy  of  the  document  to 
him  on  March  7,  but  Counsel  points  out 
that  additional  time  is  nbcessary  to  ana¬ 
lyze  the  counterproposal  and  resporid  to 
it.  Counsel  for  the  party  filing  the  coun¬ 
terproposal  indicates  that  no  objection 
will  be  interposed  to  the  requested  exten¬ 
sion. 

3.  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  $  1.46 
of  the  rules,  motions  for  extensions  of 
time  are  to  be  filed  seven- days  prior  to 
the  filing  date  to  afford  the  Commission 
sufficient  time  to  act  on  the  request  and 
to  give  timely  notice  of  the  action  to  in¬ 
terested  persons.  Late-filed  requests  will 
be  considered  in  case  of  last  minute 
emergencies  which  could  not  have  been 
anticipated  by  the  party  requesting  the 
extension.  We  believe  that  good  cause 
has  been  shown  in  this  instance,  and 
that  justification  for  an  extension  has 
been  shown,  so  we  are  granting  the  re¬ 
quest. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
petition  for  waiver  of  Section  1.46  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  request  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  filed  by  Counsel  for  R  &  S 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.  are  granted, 
and  the  date  for  filing  reply  comments 
in  Docket  21037  is  extended  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  March  14,  1977. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  Sections  4(i),  5(d) 
(1).  and  303 (r)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  9  0.281  of 
the  Commission's  Rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 


Proposed  standards  for  evaluation  of 
applications  for  financial  assistance  un¬ 
der  section  505  of  the  Railroad  Revital- 


§  101-18.4901  [Risorved] 
§  101-48.4902  GSA  forms. 


Adopted:  March  10. 1977. 
Released:  March  14.  1977. 


|FR  Doc  77-8200  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am| 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 
[49  CFR  Part  258] 

(Doc.  No.  78-011 

RAILROAD  REVITALIZATION  AND  REGU¬ 
LATORY  REFORM  ACT  OF  1976,  AS 
AMENDED 

Public  Meeting  to  Discuss  Proposed 
Evaluation  Standards 
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f  ization  and  Regulatory  Reform  Act  of 
r  1976,  as  amended,  were  published  for 
comment  on  January  25,  1977. 

I  The  Association  of  American  Rail- 

I  roads  and  the  Chicago  and  North  West¬ 
ern  Transportation  Comjjany  have  re¬ 
quested  the  opportunity  to  meet  with 
representatives  of  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  (“FRA")  to  discuss  the 
proposed  standards  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  they  have  made  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  standards.  In  response  to  these 
requests,  the  FRA  will  sponsor  a  meeting 
to  discuss  those  matters  with  interested 
members  of  the  public.  The  meeting  is 
scheduled  for  Tuesday,  April  5,  1977,  at 
^  10:00  a.m.,  in  room  3328  of  the  Nas.sif 

Building,  400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

I  Dated:  March  16,  1977. 

Bruce  M.  Flohr, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Federal  Railroad  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.77-8363  Filed  3-17-77; 8: 45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


Recommended  Accounting 

We  believe  that  proper  accounting  is 
achieved  by  generally  viewing  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  subsidies  as  operating  revenue. 
Subsidies  are  essentially  payment  for 
current  or  future  services  of  the  recip¬ 
ient.  which  it  earns  in  connection  with 
profit-directed  activities, 

We  further  believe  that  recognition  of 
a  subsidy  as  operating  revenue  should 
correspond  to  the  duration  of  benefits 
provided  by  that  subsidy.  Accordingly, 
subsidies  which  offer  benefits  only  to  the 
current  period  should  be  accounted  for 
as  operating  revenue  when  received,  and 
subsidies  which  provide  future  benefits 
should  be  deferred  when  received,  and 
recognized  over  several  periods. 

Subsidies  benefiting  only  the  current 
period  are  those  given  to  replenish  work¬ 
ing  capital,  and  include  subsidies  spe¬ 
cifically  designated  for  continuation  of 
a  particular  service,  to  cover  operating 
expenses,  or  those  provided  for  use  at  the 
discretion  of  management.  Subsidies  pro¬ 
viding  future  benefits  are  those  in  the 
form  of  depreciable  fixed  assets,  or  funds 
designated  by  the  donor  for  the  purchase 
of  such  assets.  We  believe  that  subsidies 
of  this  type  should  be  recognized  as  oper¬ 
ating  revenue  over  the  depreciable  lives 
of  the  assets  to  which  they  apply,  because 
the  benefit  of  these  subsidies  corresponds 
to  the  usefulness  of  the  related  assets. 

In  certain  circumstances  subsidies 
should  be  regarded  as  contributed  capi¬ 
tal.  Such  treatment  is  appropriate  for 
<1)  subsidies  in  the  form  of,  or  desig¬ 
nated  for  the  purchase  of  nondepreci¬ 
able  assets,  and  (2)  capital  expenditure 
subsidies  given  by  the  Federal  govern¬ 
ment  to  Amtrak  and  ConRail. 

Donations  of  land  or  other  nondepre¬ 
ciable  assets  provide  benefits  to  the  re¬ 
cipient  indefinitely.  Furthermore,  they 
cannot  be  related  to  specific  accounting 
periods.  For  these  reasons,  they  represent 
a  contribution  to  the  permanent  capital 
structure  of  the  recipient  and  are  ap¬ 
propriately  accounted  for  as  contributed 
capital. 

Capital  expenditure  subsidies  from  the 
Federal  government  to  Amtrak  and 
ConRail  also  represent  capital  contri¬ 
butions.  We  believe  that  the  Federal 
government  has  a  vested  interest  in  the 
continued  financial  viability  of  both 
these  firms,  and  that  the  donations  are 
provided  to  protect  this  interest.  There¬ 
fore.  capital  expenditure  subsidies  under 
these  conditions  more  closely  resemble 
stockholder  donations  than  payment  for 
services. 

There  are  no  standard  criteria  for  de¬ 
termining  what  constitutes  a  vested  in¬ 
terest.  However,  we  believe  that  if  a 
donor  has  an  ownership  interest  in  the 
donee,  or  if  it  maintains  a  position  of 
authority  in  the  firm,  then  a  vested  in¬ 
terest  exists.  We  believe  that  the  acts 
of  Congress  which  created  these  corpora¬ 
tions  (and  sub.sequent  amendments) 
grant  the  Federal  government  sufficient 
authority  over  their  operation  to  consti¬ 
tute  a  vested  interest. 

Recommended  Disclosure 

Proper  reporting  of  subsidies  is  also 
necessary  to  prevent  misinterpretation  of 
the  recipient’s  financial  statements. 


[  49  CFR  Parts  1201  and  1206  ] 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS  FOR 

RAILROAD  COMPANIES  AND  MOTOR 

CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

Accounting  for  Subsidies;  Request  for 
Information 

February  18, 1977. 

The  Bureau  of  Accounts  is  developing 
accounting  and  reporting  rules  for  sub¬ 
sidies  received  from  Federal,  state  and 
local  authorities.  To  further  our  research 
on  this  subject  we  are  asking  comments 
and  suggestions  from  interested  parties. 
The  discussion  which  follows  represents 
our  research  to  date  and  is  intended 
solely  for  comment.  It  does  not  order 
changes  to  our  accounting  systems. 

For  accounting  purposes,  the  terms 
“grant”  and  "subsidy”  are  generally  syn¬ 
onymous.  FV>r  simplicity,  we  will  refer 
to  all  forms  of  government  donations  as 
subsidies. 

Background 

In  recent  years.  Federal,  state  and  lo¬ 
cal  authorities  have  provided  several  of 
the  nation's  railroad  and  bus  companies 
.  With  large  amounts  of  financial  aid  in  the 
form  of  subsidies.  This  aid  represents  an 
important  source  revenue  for  these 
carriers. 

Subsidies  are  given  for  a  variety  of 
purposes,  and  may  take  the  form  of 
money  or  other  assets.  They  may  benefit 
the  recipient  only  in  the  period  received, 
over  several  periods,  or  in  some  cases, 
indefinitely. 

Because  large  sums  are  involved, 
proper  accounting  and  reporting  of  sub¬ 
sidies  is  necessary  to  prevent  misinter¬ 
pretation  of  the  recipient’s  financial 
statements.  Improper  treatment  may  un¬ 
derstate  the  level  of  losses  a  firm  suf¬ 
fers.  distort  operating  and  other  ratios, 
and  preclude  meaningful  comparisons 
with  previous  years’  financial  statements. 
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Therefore,  subsidies  should  be  reported 
in  a  manner  which  highlights  their  effect 
on  the  financial  statements.  On  the  in¬ 
come  statement,  subsidies  should  be 
shown  as  a  separate  classification  of 
operating  revenues.  On  the  balance 
sheet,  subsidies  representing  deferred 
revenue  should  be  shown  separately  from 
other  deferred  credits,  and  donations  re¬ 
garded  as  c<mtributed  capital  should  also 
be  separated  from  other  paid-in  capital. 
We  believe  that  this  manner  of  report¬ 
ing  subsidies  will  facilitate  analysis  of 
a  recipient's  financial  statements  both 
with  and  without  the  effect  of  subsidies. 
The  following  is  a  sample  revenue  section 
of  the  income  statement: 

Operating  reevnues  (exclu¬ 
sive  of  subsidies) _ 

Operating  subsidies _ 

Amortization  of  deferred 
subsidies  _ 


Total  operating  reve¬ 
nues  _ 


Operating  expenses _ 

•  •  •  •  • 

Response  Date 

We  would  appreciate  receiving  com¬ 
ments  and  suggestions  on  our  recom¬ 
mended  accounting  and  reporting  treat¬ 
ment  of  subsidies  by  April  1, 1977. 

John  A.  Orady, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Accounts. 

I FR  Doc.77-8235  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[  SO  CFR  Part  280  ] 

YELLOWFIN  TUNA 

Public  Hearing  Rescheduled  and  Comment 
Period  Extended 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Tuna  Conventions  Act  of  1950,  the 
amended,  that  the  public  hearing  an¬ 
nounced  in  the  Federal  Register.  March 
4.  1977  <42  FR  12443)  and  scheduled  for 
March  10.  1977,  concerning  miscellane¬ 
ous  amendments  to  the  regulations  that 
implement  recommendatitms  adopted  by 
the  Inter-American  Tropical  Tuna  Com- 
mi.ssion  has  been  postponed  because  cer¬ 
tain  concerned  segments  of  the  tuna  fish¬ 
ing  industry  have  been  attending  Sen¬ 
ate  over-sight  hearings  on  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.  at  the  same  time.  There¬ 
fore.  to  afford  all  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  make  comments,  the  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  rescheduled  for  March  22. 
at  9:30  a.m.  at  the  United  Portuguese 
Club.  2818  Addison  Street,  San  Diego, 
California.  The  date  for  the  submission 
of  written  comments  has  also  been  ex¬ 
tended  until  March  28.  1977. 

Issued  at  WashingUm.  D.C..  and  dated 
March  14.  1977, 

Jack  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-8220  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  ami 

8,  1f77 


15086 


*  notices 

This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

LAND  USE  PLAN— PINKHAM  FORTINE- 
ALKALI  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Land  Use 
Plan — Pinkham-Fortine- Alkali  Planning 
Unit,  Forest  Service  Report  Number 
USDA-FS-Rl  ( 14)  -DES-Adm-77-8. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  the  proposed  implementation  of  a 
revised  Land  Use  Plan  for  the  Pinkham- 
Fortine -Alkali  Planning  Unit,  Rexford 
and  Fortine  Ranger  Districts,  Kootenai 
National  Forest,  Lincoln  County,  Mon¬ 
tana.  About  152,901  acres  of  National 
Forest  land  are  affected.  The  planning 
unit  is  divided  into  nine  subunits  of  simi¬ 
lar  resource  potential  and  limitations  to 
management.  Significant  values,  man¬ 
agement  direction,  and  specific  state¬ 
ments  to  guide  land  management  have 
been  developed  for  each  subunit. 

This  draR  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  March  11, 
1977. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
(JSDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Missoula.  MT  59801. 

USDA  Forest  Service,  Kootenai  National  For¬ 
est.  P.O.  Box  AS.  Ubby,  MT  59923. 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  Eureka  Ranger  Station. 
Eureka.  MT  59917. 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  Murphy  Lake  Ranger 
Station,  Fortine,  MT  59918. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to: 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  Kootenai  National  For¬ 
rest.  P.O.  Box  AS.  Libby,  MT  59923. 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  Eureka  Ranger  Station. 
Eureka,  MT  59917. 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  Murphy  Lake  Ranger 
Station,  Fortine,  MT  59918. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal.  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by  law- 
or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
comments  have  not  been  requested  spe¬ 
cifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 


mation  should  be  addressed  to  Forest 
Supervisor  Floyd  J.  Marita.  Kootenai  Na¬ 
tional  Forest.  P.O.  Box  AS,  Libby.  MT 
59923. 

Comments  must  be  received  by  May  16. 
1977,  in  order  to  be  consider^  in  the 
preparation  of  the  final  environmental 
statement. 

Floyd  J.  Marita, 
Forest  Supervisor,  Kootenai  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Northern  Re¬ 
gion,  Forest  Service. 

March  11,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-8000  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am| 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

COOPERATIVE  POWER  ASSOCIATION  AND 
UNITED  POWER  ASSOCIATION 

Supplement  to  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  Supplement  to  the  Final  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS) 
relating  to  the  installation  of  two  450 
MW  steam  generating  units  near  Under¬ 
wood.  North  Dakota,  and  associated 
±400  kV  dc  transmission  lines,  and  other 
related  transmission  facilities.  These  fa¬ 
cilities  are  to  be  installed  by  Cooperative 
Power  Association  of  Minneapolis,  Min¬ 
nesota.  and  United  Power  Association  of 
Elk  River,  Minnesota.  The  Supplement 
to  the  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  discusses  certain  modifica¬ 
tions  to  the  dc  transmission  line  routing 
as  originally  proposed  in  the  FEIS.  These 
modifications  were  prescribed  by  the 
North  Dakota  Public  Service 
Commission. 

This  information  supplements  the 
material  presented  in  the  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Statement  which  was 
made  available  to  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  and  the  public  on 
August  6.  1974. 

Additional  information  may  be  se¬ 
cured  by  submitting  a  request  to  Mr. 
Richard  F.  Richter.  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator-Electric,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  U.S.  Department' of  Ag¬ 
riculture.  Washington.  D.C.  20250.  The 
Supplement  to  the  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  may  be  examined  dur¬ 
ing  regular  business  hours  at  the  offices 
of  REA  in  the  South  Agriculture  Build¬ 
ing.  12th  Street  and  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W..  Washington.  D.C.,  Room  4310, 
or  at  the  borrowers’  addresses  indicated 
above. 

Final  REA  action  with  respect  to  con¬ 
struction  of  the  North  Dakota  segments 
of  the  transmission  line  W’hich  were  al¬ 
tered  from  the  routing  specified  in  the 
original  FEIS  may  be  taken  after  thirty 


(30)  days,  and  after  procedural  require¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  have  been 
met. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  March.  1977. 

David  A.  Hamil, 

,  Administrator.  Rural 

Electrification  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.77-7846  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


MINNKOTA  POWER  COOPERATIVE.  INC. 

Proposed  Loan  Guarantee 

Under  the  authority  of  Pub.  L.  93-32 
(87  Slat.  65)  and  in  conformance  with 
applicable  agency  piolicies  and  procedures 
as  set  forth  in  REA  Bulletin  20-22  (Guar¬ 
antee  of  Loans  for  Bulk  Power  Supply 
Facilities),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Administrator  of  REA  will  consider 
(a)  providing  a  guarantee  supported  by 
the  full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United 
States  of  America  for  a  loan  in  the  ap¬ 
proximate  amount  of  $12,000,000  to 
Minnkota  Power  Cooperative,  Inc.  of 
Grand  Forks.  North  Dakota  and  (b)  sup¬ 
plementing  such  a  loan  with  an  insured 
REA  loan  at  5  percent  interest  in  the 
approximate  amount  of  $10,000,000  to 
this  cooperative.  The  loan  funds  will  be 
used  to  finance  117  miles  of  69  kV  trans¬ 
mission  Une  and  related  substations; 
load  management  control  equipment, 
microw'ave  and  supervisory  control  addi¬ 
tions;  a  00  kW  diesel  generator;  improve¬ 
ments  to  generation,  transmission  and 
headquarters  facilities;  and  cost  over¬ 
runs  on  previously  approved  projects. 

Legally  organized  lending  agencies 
capable  of  making,  holding  and  servicing 
the  loan  proposed  to  be  guaranteed  may 
obtain  information  on  the  proposed  proj¬ 
ect.  including  the  engineering  and  eco¬ 
nomic  feasibility  studies  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  schedule  for  the  advances  to  the 
borrower  of  the  guaranteed  loan  funds 
from  Mr.  Andrew  Freeman.  Manager, 
Minnkota  Power  Cooperative.  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  1318.  Grand  Forks.  North  Dakota 
58201. 

In  order  to  be  considered,  proposals 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  April  18, 
1977  to  Mr.  Freeman.  The  right  is  re¬ 
served  to  give  such  consideration  and 
make  such  evaluation  or  other  disposi¬ 
tion  of  all  proposals  received,  as  Minn¬ 
kota  Power  Cooperative  and  REA  deem 
appropriate.  Prospective  lenders  are  ad¬ 
vised  that  the  guaranteed  financing  for 
this  project  is  available  from  the  Federal 
Financing  Bank  under  a  standing  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Copies  of  REA  Bulletin  20-22  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Director.  Information  Serv- 
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Nonas 


loes  Division,  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration.  UJ3.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  Wa^lngton,  D.C.  20250. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  March,  1977. 

Davh)  a.  Hamil, 
Administrator.  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

'  IFR  Doc.77-7678  PUed  3-17-77;8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

CASES  FILED  WITH  OFHCE  OF 
EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Week  of  February  25  Through  March  4, 
1977 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  February  25  through  March  4. 


1977,  the  appeals  and  applications  for 
exception  or  other  relief  listed  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  Notice  were  filed  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Administration’s  Of¬ 
fice  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals. 

Under  the  FEA’s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions.  10  CFR,  Part  205.  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  FEA  action 
soiight  In  such  cases  may  file  with  the 
FEA  written  comments  on  the  applica- 
ticm  within  ten  days  of  service  of  notice, 
as  prescribed  in  the  procedural  regiila- 
tions.  For  purposes  of  those  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  or  notice  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  Notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice,  which¬ 
ever  occurs  first. 

Eric  J.  Fygi, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

March  13,  1977. 


Appendix. — lAnt  of  canes  received  hy  the  Office  of  Exception  and  Appeals,  teeek  of  Feh.  tS 

through  Mar.  i,  I9TJ 


Date 


Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No.  Type  of  submission 


Vab.  25, 1977  Linden’s  Propane  Service,  Inc.,  La  Orange,  Ohio.  (If 
granted;  Linden’s  Propane  Service,  Inc.  would  be 
assigned  a  new,  lower-priced  supplier  of  propane  to 
replace  its  base  p«>riod  supplier,  the  Union  Oil  Co. 
of  California.) 

Do _ Monsanto  Co.,  St  Louis.  Mo.  (If  granted:  The  Mon¬ 

santo  Co.  would  not  be  identified  as  one  of  the  50 
most  energy-consumptive  corporations  and  woukl 
be  exempted  from  the  sec.  3T5(a)  requirement  that 
it  report  the  progress  if  has  made  in  improving  its 
energy  efficiency  to  the  FEA.) 

Do .  .‘Zander,  Earl  W.,  Emporia,  Kans  (If  granted:  The 

FEA’s  Jan.  10.  1977,  decision  and  order  granting 
a  stay  of  the  rei|uirements  of  a  remedial  order  issued 
to  Saudex  on  Nov.  4,  1976  wouid  ba  moditled.) 

Do . Standard  Oil  Co.  (Indiana),  ('hicago.  111.' (If  granted: 

The  Standard  Oil  Co.  (Indiana)  would  receive  a 
temporary  stay  of  a  portion  of  its  December  1976 
entitlements  purchase  obligation  and  would  not  be 
required  to  purchase  125,085  of  the  entitlements 
spwified  in  the  entitlement  notice  published  by 
the  FEA  in  February  1977.) 

Do .  United  Refining  Co.,  Warren,  Pa.  (If  granted:  United 

Reliuing  Co.  would  receive  an  increase  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  entitlements  that  it  is  permitted  to  sell 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.^.) 

M>.  28,1977  Alpine  Butane  Co.,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex.  (If  granted: 

The  FEA’s  Jan.  21,  1W7  remedial  order  would  be 
rescinded  and  the  Alpine  Butane  Co.,  Inc.  would 
not  be  re()Uired  to  refund  alleged  overcharges  on 
sales  of  natural  gas  liquids.) 

Do . Lnnday-Thagard  Uil  Co.,  South  Gate,  Calif.  (If 

grant^;  The  Lunday-Thagard  Oil  Co.  would  be 
required  to  purchase  entitlements  to  oflset  excessive 
benefits  or  sell  entitlements  to  oflset  Inaufficient 
benefits  received  as  a  result  of  the  entitlements 
exception  relief  granted  in  its  1974  fiscal  year.) 

Do . National  Helium  Corp.,  Liberal,  Kans.  Uf  granted: 

The  National  Helium  Corp.  would  receive  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  exception  relief  granted  in  the  FEA’s 
Sept.  20, 1976,  derision  and  order  and  would  thneby 
be  permitted  to  increase  its  priree  for  natural  gas 
liquid  products  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increasee 
in  excess  of  (.005  per  gallon.) 

Do.......  Pennxoil  Producing  Co.,  Washington,  D.C.  (If 

granted:  Crude  oil  produced  from  the  North  Perry 
Unit  located  in  Yaxoo  County,  Miss.,  would  be 
sold  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices  for  the  benefits  of 
both  the  working  interest  owners  and  the  royalty 
owners.) 

Do . EDO,  Inc.  (Edgiiigton),  Long  Beach,  Calif.  (If 

granted;  EDu,  Inc.  would  be  required  to  purchase 
entitlements  to  offset  excessive  benefits  or  sell  en¬ 
titlements  to  offset  insufficient  benefits  received  as 
a  result  of  the  entitlements  exception  relief  granted 
in  the  firm’s  1976  year.) 

Do . Enterprise  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex.  (If 

granted:  The  FEA’s  Feb.  16,  1977,  remedial  order 
would  be  rescinded  and  Enterprise  Products  Co., 
Inc.  would  not  be  required  to  offer  for  sale  to  Horne 
Products,  Inc.  its  base  period  use  of  propane.) 

Do. . Hauer,  James  A.,  Ehn  Grove,  Wis.  (If  granted;  The 

FEA’a  Feb.  11,  1977,  information  rrauest  denial 
would  be  rescinded  and  James  A.  Hauer  would 
receive  access  to  certain  documents  relating  to  an 
FEA  study  of  lease  cancellations  at  retail  gasoline 
stations  prepared  by  the  FEA’s  office  of  regulatory 
programs.) 


FEE-3744 


FEA-12<M 


FE.\  0126 

FST-0033 

FEE-3743 

FRA-1207 

FEX-0128 

FXE-3891 

FEE-3888 

FEX-()127 

FRA-ITOO 

FFA-130e 


Exception  to  change  base 
period  supplier  (sec.  211.9). 


Appeal  of  FEA  notice  at 
41  F.R.  54977  (Dec.  16, 
1976). 


Supplemental  order. 


R«H|Uc»t  (nr  tem|x>rary  stay. 


Exception  to  old  oil  entitle¬ 
ments  program  (see. 
211.67). 

Appeal  of  FEA  region  VI’e 
remedial  order  dated  Jan. 
21,  1977. 


Supplemental  order. 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  NaUonal  He¬ 
lium  Corp.,  4  FEA  per. 
83,108  (Sept.  20, 1976). 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.73). 


Supplemental  order. 


Appeal  of  FEA  region  IV’s 
remedial  order  dated 
.  Feb.  16,  1977. 


Appeal  of  FEA  informatloa 
request  denial  dated 
Feb.  11,  1977. 
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NOTICES 


Dali  Name  aad  location  of  applicant  Case  No. 


a 


Do. . Son  on  Co.,  Dallai,  Tax.  (If  granted:  The  Sun  Oil 

Co.  woaM  receive  an  extenaon  of  the  exception 
relief  granted  in  the  FEA’s  Dee.  28,  11176,  decision 
and  order  and  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its 
prices  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess 
of  $.006  per  gallon  tar  natural  gas  liquid  products 
produced  at  the  Carney  plant  and  the  Tonkawa 
plant.) 

Mar.  1,1977  Belcher  Oil  Co.,  Washington,  D.C.  (If  granted: 

Belcher  Oil  Co.  would  m  permitted  to  purchase 
from  domestic  refiners  approximately  1  million 
barrels  of  residual  fuel  oil  to  alleviate  the  shortap* 
caused  by  the  severe  winter  and  those  refiners  would 
not  lose  any  entitlements  benefits  for  the  months  of 
March  and  April  1977.) 

Do . Coline  Oasoline  Corp.  (Rincon),  Washington,  D.C. 

(If  granted:  The  Coline  Gasoline  Con>.  would  re¬ 
ceive  an  extension  of  the  exception  relief  granted  in 
the  FEA’s  Sept.  22.  1976,  decision  and  order  wliich 
would  permit  the  firm  to  hicrease  its  prices  to  refi*-el 
iionproduct  cost  increases  iu  excess  of  $.IK>5  |m-i 
gallon  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  prurluced  at 
the  Rincon  plant.) 


Do.......  Northwest  Propane,  Inc.,  Farmington.  Mich.  (If 

granted:  Northwest  Propane.  Inc.  would  receive  an 
extension  of  the  exception  reli^  granted  in  tlie  FEA’s 
Dec.  22,  1976,  decision  and  order  which  resulted  in 
tlie  assignment  of  a  lower-priced  supplier  of  propane 
to  replace  the  firm’s  base  period  supplier  I’etrolane.) 

Do . .  Time  Oil  Co.,  Bellevue.  Wash.  (If  granted:  The  Time 

Oil  Co.  would  be  granted  an  exc»‘ption  wliich  wunkl 
permit  it  to  recalculaU*  the  passthrougli  of  increasi'd 
nonproduct  costs  on  a  proportional  basis  fur  1975.) 

Do . U  nion  Oil  Co.  of  California,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If 


granted:  The  FEA’s  Dec.  23.  1976.  di-cision  and 
order  issued  to  the  Pennxoil  Producing  Co.  would 
be  modified  and  crude  oil  (iroduced  from  the  Nortli 
Perry  unit  located  iu  Yazoo  County,  Mi.ss.,  would 
be  sold  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices  for  (he  lienelit  of 
the  royalty  owners  as  well  as  the  working  interest 
owners.) 

Mar.  2,1977  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Piiiladelphia.  Pa.  (If  gianted: 

The  FEA’s  Feb.  16,  1977,  remedial  order  would  lie 
rescinded  and  the  Atlantic  Kichfield  Co.  would  uot 
1)6  required  to  supply  i)etroleum  products  to 
Dennis  J.  Blandin.) 

Do _ Cities  Service  Co..  Tulsa.  Okla.  (If  gianted:  Tlie 

FEA’s  Dec.  22.  1976,  sjacial  mport  ordia-  would  l)e 
rescinded  and  the  Cities  Service  Co.  would  not  be 
required  to  file  ceitain  inforinatiou  with  ri>spect  to 
its  May  1973  purchwes  of  ladruleum  products.) 

Do .  Guam  Oil  *  Refining  Co.,  Washington.  D.C.  (If 

granted’  The  Guam  Oil  A  Refining  Co.  w’ould  re¬ 
ceive  a  stay  of  the  requirement  that  it  file  form 
1*102-M-1  in  accordance  with  a  Feb.  11.  1977.  inter¬ 
pretation  pending  the  final  determination  of  the 
^peal  from  that  interpretation  which  tlie  firm 
intends  to  file.) 


Do. . Kerr-McGee  Corp.  (Dubach),  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

(If  granted:  The  Kerr-McGee  Corp.  would  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  reflect  nonproduct 
cost  increases  in  excess  of  $.005  per  gallon  for  natural 
gasliunid  products  produced  at  the  Dul  acli  plant.) 

Do . Limpp  Oil  Co.,  Marshall,  Mo.  (Ifgranted:  'I'he  Limpp 


Oil  Co.  would  be  assigned  a  new,  lower-priced 
supplier  of  motor  gasoline  to  replace  two  of  its  base 
period  suppliers.  Coastal  Stales  Refining  and  Gas 
iJel-Oro.) 

Do _ Pester  Refining  Co.;  American  Petrofina.  Inc.,  Pes 

Moines,  Iowa.  (Ifgranted:  The  FEA’s  Jan.  31.  1977, 
decision  and  order  would  be  modified  and  Pester 
Refining  Co.  would  receive  additional  exception 
relief  in  eormecUon  with  its  acquisition  of  the  El 
Dorado  refinery  from  American  Petrofina,  Inc.) 

Mar.  X 1977  Grier  Oil  Co.  Aberdeen,  Md.  (If  gianted:  I  he  FEA’s 
Feb.  18,  1977,  remedial  order  would  be  stayed  and 
the  Grier  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to  refimd 
alleged  overcharges  on  sales  of  No.  2  healing  oil.) 

Do _ Kem  Clounty  Refinery,  Inc.,  Bakersfield.  Calif.  (If 

granted:  The  entitlement  relief  granted  in  the  FEA’s 
June  18,  1976  and  Dec.  15,  1976,  decision  and  orders 
would  be  modified  on  the  base  of  a  revisi’d  historical 
profit  margin  for  the  firm.) 


FXE-3889 

FXE-3890 


FEE-3892 


FXE-3896 


F.\E  3891 


FEE-.3893 

FXA  12(18 


F  RA-1209 
FHS-1209 


FSG-0(B8 

FE.S-0071 


FES-1212 


FEE-8896 


FEE-3897 


FXA-1210 


F6T-0034 

FXA-1211 


Do _ Quaker  State  Oil  Refining  Corp.,  Oil  City,  Pa.  (If 

granted;  The  (Juaker  State  Oil  Refining  Corp. 
would  be  granted  an  exception  which  would  permit 
it  to  recalculate  the  passthrough  of  increased  non- 
product  costs  on  a  proportional  basis  for  1975.) 

Do _ R.  V.  Whlttmer  Thermogas  Co.,  Akron.  Ohio.  (If 

granted'  The  R.  V.  Whitmer  Thermogas  Co.  would 
receive  a  stay  of  the  requirements  of  the  FEA’s 
Feb.  14,  1977,  notice  of  probable  violatinn  pending 
a  fituil  determination  of  its  application  for  excep¬ 
tion.) 

Do. . Sun  Co.,  Inc.,  Dallas,  Tex.  (Ifgranted:  The  Sun  Co. 

would  receive  an  extenstioa  of  the  exception  relief 
granted  in  the  FEA’s  Sept.  29,  1978,  dinision  and 
order  and  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its  prices 
to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess  of  $.005 
per  gfdlon  for  natural  gas  liquid  producfii  produced 
atthefoUowing  natural  gas  plants:  Burnell.  Canales, 
Concho,  Maurice,  Mermentau,  and  Peoria.) 


FEE  3898 


FES-3543 


FXE-39(X) 

FXE-3905 
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Ty[ie  of  submission 


Extension  of  relief  gmnled  in 
Sun  Uil  Co..  5  FEA  par. 
_ (Die.  29.  1976). 


Exci-pthiii  lj  old  oil  entitle¬ 
ments  program  sec. 
•211.67). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Coiine  Gasoline 
t'orp.,  4  FEA  par.  83,1(10 
(Sept.  22.  1976). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  iu  Northwest  Pro¬ 
pane,  Inc.,  5  FEA  par . 

(Dec.  22,  1976). 


Except  ion  to  se<|uential  non 
product  cost  pussthrougb. 


Appeal  of  decision  and  order 
ill  Peiiutoil  {’reducing  Co., 

5  FEA  par . (Dec.  23, 

1976). 


Appi’al  of  F'E.A  region  I 
remedial  order  dated 
Feb.  16,  197i.  Stay  re¬ 
quested. 

Request  for  special  reilrcss. 
Stay  requested. 


Stay  request. 


Price  cxceiition  (sec.  212.165). 


Exception  to  change  ba.se . 
pt’riod  suiiplier  (sec.  211.9). 


Appeal  of  decision  and  order 
in  Pester  Refining  Co.; 
American  Petrofina,  Inc., 

5  FEA  par . (Jan.  31, 

1977). 

Request  for  tenijiorary  stay. 


Appeal  of  decision  and  order 
in  Kem  County  Refinery, 
Inc.,  4  FEA  par.  83,226 
(June  18,  1976);  and  Kem 
County  Refinery,  Inc.,  4 
FEA  par.  83,246  (Dec.  15, 
1976). 

Exception  to  sequential  non- 
piodnct  cost  passthrough. 


Stay  request. 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Sun  Oil  Co., 
4  FEA  par.  83,136  (Sept.  29, 
1976). 


1R,  1977 


Nonas 
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D»t« 


N«id(  and  k)e«UoB  of  oppUooBt 


C«nNa 


Typo  of  mbmitsion 


Do .  Union  Oil  Co.  of  CaUfornio,  Los  Ancdeo,  Calif.  (If  TKE-WW 

granted;  The  Union  (>il  Co.  of  California  would  bo 
permitted  to  recover  the  inrreaaed  oocta  incnrred  In 
supplying  turbine  fuel  in  Salt  Lake  City  In  the 
turbine  fuel  product  category  instead  of  recovering 
the  costs  in  the  marketing  category  as  required  in 
10  CFR  212A3(c)(2)(l)(E)(X).) 

Mar.  4. 1977..  ICF  Inc.,  Washington.  D.C.  (If  granted:  The  FEA’s  FFA-1213 
Feb.  2,  1977,  information  request  denial  would  be 
rescinded  and  ICF  Inc.  would  receive  access  to  a 
machine  readable  copy  of  the  coal  model  code  and 
data  base  which  ICF  had  developed  for  the  FEA.) 


Price  esception  (sec.  212.83). 


Appeal  of  FEA'siiiforia.tion 
request  denial  d.itwl  Feb. 
2,  1977. 


IPR  Doc.77-7854  Piled  8-14-77;2:(H  pm) 


ISSUANCE  OF  DECISIONS  AND  ORDERS 
BY  OFFICE  OF  EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Week  of  December  20  Through 
December  24,  1976 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  December  20  through  Decem¬ 
ber  24.  1976,  the  Decisions  and  Orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Appeals  and  Applications  for 
Exception  or  other  relief  filed  with  the 
OfBce  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration.  ITie  fol¬ 
lowing  summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  which  were  dismissed  by  the 
OfBce  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals  and  the 
basis  for  the  dismissal. 

Appeal-s 

Consumers  Power  Co.;  Jackson,  Miss.;  FEA- 

0884;  Crude  Oil 

Consumers  Power  Company  appealed  from 
a  Decision  and  Order  in  which  the  PEA 
denied  a  prior  Application  for  Exception 
which  the  firm  had  submitted  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  10  CPR  214.31  (the  Mandatory 
Canadian  Crude  Oil  Allocation  Program) . 
Consumers  Power  Co.,  3  PEA  Par.  83,210 
(June  7,  1976).  The  Consumers  Appeal,  if 
granted,  would  result  in  the  firm's  base  period 
use  of  Canadian  crude  oU  being  Increased  by 
9,474  barrels  per  day.  In  its  Appeal,  Con¬ 
sumers  claimed  that  the  exception  Decision 
was  erroneous  because  the  base  pericxl  which 
was  used  to  determine  its  Canadian  crude 
oU  allocation  was  unrepresentative  of  its 
customary  activities  and  was  not  a  normal 
perKxl  of  business  activity  for  the  firm.  In 
considering  the  Appeal,  the  PEA  determined 
that  Consumers*  base  period  use  of  Canadian 
crude  oil  at  its  Marysville,  Michigan  SNO 
plant  actually  exceeded  the  average  annual 
use  of  that  feedstock  during  the  three-year 
operating  history  of  the  plant.  The  PEA  also 
found  that  the  plant’s  production  of  SNO 
during  the  base  period  was  only  10.7%  less 
than  the  anticipated  production  of  the  fa¬ 
cility  at  full  capacity.  Based  on  this  data,  the 
PEA  concluded  that  Consumers  had  failed  to 
demonstrate  that  its  use  of  Canadian  crude 
oil  during  the  base  period  was  so  unrepre¬ 
sentative  of  its  normal  activities  as  to  war¬ 
rant  exception  relief.  The  PEA  also  found 
that  Consumers  had  failed  to  present  suffi¬ 
cient  evidence  to  demonstrate  that  the 
Canadian  Crude  Oil  Allocation  Program 
would  significantly  impair  the  firm’s  over¬ 
all  financial  posture  or  its  operations  in  any 
manner,  or  that  its  customers  would  Inctir 
a  serious  hardship  in  the  absence  of  excep¬ 
tion  relief.  The  Consumers  Appeal  was  there¬ 
fore  denied. 

Fortune  Drilling  Corp.;  San  Angelo.  Tex.; 

FEA-0994;  Crude  Oil 

The  Fortune  Drilling  Corporation  (For¬ 
tune)  appealed  frcnn  a  Decision  and 
Order  in  which  the  FEA  denied  the  firm’s 
request  that  retroactive  exception  relief  be 


granted  from  the  provisions  of  10  CPR.  Part 
212,  Subpart  D.  Fortune  Drilling  Corp.,  4 
PEA  Par.  83.079  (September  20,  1976).  The 
present  Appeal  if  granted,  would  permit 
Fortune  to  retain  $66,260  in  revenues  which 
it  realized  from  charging  prices  in  excess 
of  the  maximum  allowable  levels  for  the 
crude  oil  which  the  firm  produced  and  sold 
from  the  Ruth  Gordon  Lease  (the  Lease)  in 
Tom  Green  County,  Teaxs  during  the  period 
November  1973  through  May  1975.  In  con¬ 
sidering  the  Appeal,  the  PEA  affirmed  the 
previous  determination  that  Fortune  had  not 
demonstrated  that  the  general  application 
of  the  FEA  regulatory  requirements  resulted 
in  a  serious  hardship  or  gross  inequity  and 
further  concluded  that  the  firm  should  not 
be  permitted  to  enjoy  the  benefits  of  its  self- 
serving  interpretation  of  the  term  "property" 
since  it  had  failed  to  seek  an  administrative 
clarification  in  a  timely  manner.  With  respect 
to  Fortune’s  claim  that  it  would  have  been 
forced  to  abandon  crude  oil  recovery  opera¬ 
tions  if  it  had  in  fact  calculated  maximum 
permls.sible  price  levels  in  accordance  with 
the  FEA  regulatory  program,  the  FEA  held 
that  the  claim  presented  did  not  present  a 
proper  foundation  for  retroactive  exception 
relief  since  Fortune  could  have  requested 
prospective  exception  relief  at  any  time  if  its 
operating  expenses  did  exceed  its  net  reve¬ 
nues.  See  Great  Southern  Oil  and  Gas  Co., 
3  PEA  Par.  83,111  (February  27.  1976).  The 
FEA  also  rejected  the  firm’s  claim  that  it 
would  be  unduly  burdensome  to  require 
Fortune  to  collect  the  revenues  which  it  had 
realized  from  past  overcharges  and  paid  to 
royalty  interest  owners  in  the  event  that  a 
compliance  action  is  initiated  against  the 
firm.  On  the  basis  of  these  conclusions,  the 
Fortune  Appeal  was  denied. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.;  Tulsa,  Okla.;  FEA-0888;  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Liquid  Products 

The  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  filed  an  Appeal 
from  a  Decision  and  Order  which  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  Issued  to  it.  Gulf  Oil 
Corp.,  3  FEA  Par.  83,207  (June  1.  1976).  In 
the  prior  Order  the  FEA  denied  Gulf’s  re¬ 
quest  for  an  exception  which  would  have 
permitted  the  firm  to  Increase  its  selling 
prices  for  the  natural  gas  liquid  products 
which  it  prcxluces  at  68  natiuwl  gas  process¬ 
ing  plants  to  reflect  Increased  non-product 
costs  which  it  had  experienced  at  those 
plants.  The  Appeal,  if  granted,  would  have 
resulted  in  the  approval  of  the  interim  ex¬ 
ception  relief  which  Gulf  originally  re¬ 
quested  for  the  period  June  1  through  Aug¬ 
ust  31.  1976.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the 
PEA  noted  that  the  calculation  and  evalua¬ 
tion  of  non-product  cost  Increases  submitted 
in  support  of  Applications  for  Exception 
from  the  provisions  of  Section  212.165  has 
generally  been  conducted  on  a  plant-by¬ 
plant  basis.  In  the  previous  exception  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Gulf  had  submitted  data  for  its  68 
plants  cm  an  aggregate  basis  and  had  de¬ 
clined  to  submit  cost  data  on  a  plant-by- 
plant  basis  as  requested  by  the  FEA.  Since 
Gulf  had  failed  to  make  a  convincing  show¬ 


ing  that  the  particular  facts  presented  in 
this  case  would  properly  lead  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  the  agency  should  depart  from  the 
practice  of  reviewing  cost  data  for  natural 
gas  processors  on  a  plant-by-plant  basis,  the 
Gulf  exception  application  was  denied.  On 
Appeal.  Gulf  merely  reiterated  the  conten¬ 
tions  whl(di  were  previously  considered  and 
rejected  by  the  FEA  in  the  June  1,  1976  Deci¬ 
sion.  After  reconsidering  those  contentions, 
the  FEA  concluded  that  Gulf  had  failed  to 
establish  that  the  determination  reached  in 
the  previous  Decision  was  erroneous  in  any 
way.  The  Gulf  Appeal  was  accordingly 
denied. 

Mid-America  Refining  Co.,  Inc.;  Chanute, 
Kans.;  FEA-0961;  Diesel  Fuel 

The  Mid-America  Refining  Company,  Inc. 
(Mid- America)  appealed  from  a  Decision  and 
Order  in  the  FEA  denied  a  prior  request  for 
retroactive  exception  which  the  firm  had 
submitted.  Mid-America  Ref.  Co..  Inc.,  4  PEA 
Par.  83,014  (July  22.  1976).  The  Mid-America 
exception  application  concerned  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  Section  212.83  of  the  PEA  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  Regulations  and,  if  granted, 
would  have  permitted  the  firm  to  retain  the 
revenues  which  it  realized  from  charging 
prices  in  excess  of  the  maximum  allowable 
prices.  In  its  present  Appeal.  Mid-America 
requested  that  the  FEA  permit  it  to  retro¬ 
actively  adjust  its  May  15,  1973  selling  price 
for  the  N6.  2-D  diesel  fuel  which  it  sold  to  a 
certain  class  of  purchaser.  In  considering  the 
Appeal,  the  FEA  affirmed  its  previous  con¬ 
clusion  that  retroactive  exception  relief  was 
unwarranted  since  Mid-America  had  failed 
to  pursue  its  administrative  remedies  in  a 
timely  manner.  On  the  basis  of  an  analysis  of 
the  firm’s  recent  operating  results  the  PEA 
also  found  no  evidence  that  the  possibility 
that  Mid-America  might  be  ordered  to  re¬ 
fund  previous  overcharges  would  cause  the 
firm  to  experience  an  irreparable  injury. 
Mid-America  also  contended  that  it  was  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  gross  inequity  as  a  result  of  PEA 
Price  Regulations  which  required  the  firm 
to  maintain  a  price  differential  of  six  cents 
per  gallon  its  sales  to  one  class  of  purchaser. 
In  this  regard,  the  FEA  determined  that  the 
firm  had  failed  to  demonstrate  that  it  was 
adversely  affected  to  any  significant  degree 
as  a  result  of  the  price  differential  of  six 
cents  for  the  class  of  purchaser  concerned. 
On  the  basis  of  these  conclusions,  the  Mid- 
America  Appeal. was  denied. 

Southland  Oil  Co.;  Jackson,  .Miss.;  FE.I  0902 
FEA-0903;  Crude  Oil 

Southland  Oil  Company  (Southland)  filed 
two  Appeals  from  a  Decision  and  Order  which 
the  Federal  Energy  Administration  Issued  to 
the  firm  on  June  18,  1976.  Southland  Oil  Co., 
3  PEA  Par.  83,235  (June  18,  1976).  In  the 
June  18  Order  the  FEA  granted  in  part  South¬ 
land's  Application  for  Exception  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CPR  211.67  (the  Old  Oil  En¬ 
titlements  Program).  Under  the  terms  of 
that  Decision,  Southland  was  relieved  of  a 
portion  of  its  entitlements  purchase  obliga¬ 
tion  in  Oder  to  ensure  that  the  Entitlements 
Program  would  not  prevent  the  firm  from 
achieving  the  lesser  of  its  historic  profit 
margin  or  return  on  Invested  capital.  The  first 
Southland  Appeal  (PEA-0902),  if  granted, 
would  have  resulted  in  an  adjristment  to  the 
historical  level  of  profitability  which  was  xised 
in  determining  the  level  of  exception  relief 
granted  to  Southland.  The  second  Appeal 
(FEA-0903),  if  granted,  would  have  required 
the  PEA  to  use  a  cash  method  of  expense 
accounting  rather  than  an  accrual  method  to 
measure  the  Impact  of  the  Entitlements  Pro¬ 
gram  on  Southland’s  current  level  of  profit¬ 
ability.  The  effect  of  each  Appeal,  If  granted, 
would  have  been  to  increase  the  level  of 
exception  relief  granted  to  Southland  in  the 
June  18  Order. 
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In  oonsldeiing  the  Southland  request,  the 
FEA  stated  Uiat  as  a  general  rule  It  does  not 
pmnit  adjustments  to  the  level  of  profitabil¬ 
ity  actually  reported  by  a  firm  for  purposes 
of  determining  whether  exertion  relief  from 
the  Entitlements  Program  Is  warranted.  How¬ 
ever,  the  FEIA  Indicated  that  In  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances  It  might  be  appix^riate  to  deviate 
from  this  policy  where  a  firm  makes  its  re¬ 
quest  in  a  timely  manner  and  where  the  firm 
demonstrates  that  (i)  certain  items  In  Its 
historical  financial  statements  are  anomalous 
and  do  not  reasonably  reflect  its  cimrent  oper¬ 
ations;  (11)  In  the  absence  of  an  adjustment, 
the  firm’s  profit  margin  in  the  year  con¬ 
cerned  would  be  substantially  lower  than  the 
profit  margins  achieved  In  its  other  years; 
(ill)  in  the  absence  of  exception  relief  the 
firm  would  effectively  be  precluded  ■from 
achieving  a  reasonable  level  of  (grating 
profits  In  the  current  fiscal  year,  and  (Iv) 
the  adjustment  sought  by  the  firm  results  In 
a  profit  margin  In  the  year  concerned  which 
Is  representative  of  the  profit  margin  which 
the  firm  achieved  In  Its  other  historical  years. 
The  FEA  determined  that  Southland  had 
failed  to  satisfy  these  standards. 

Southland  also  reqeusted  that  the  FEA 
adjust  the  firm’s  historical  curating  results 
by  deleting  the  firm’s  financial  results  In  the 
years  1969-1971  from  the  seven  year  arith¬ 
metic  avert^e  normally  which  the  FEA  gen¬ 
erally  used  in  evaluating  exception  applica¬ 
tions  with  re^>ect  to  the  Entitlements  Pro¬ 
gram  submitted  by  small  refiners.  In  con¬ 
sidering  the  request,  the  FEA  found  that 
Southland  had  failed  in  at  least  one  majm* 
resepet  to  met  the  criteria  applied  in  previous 
cases  where  a  firm’s  hlstori<^  profitability  in 
certain  of  its  previous  seven  fiscal  years  bad 
been  excluded  from  the  exceptions  analysis. 

In  addition.  Southland  contended  its  c\ir- 
rent  lev^  of  profitability  should  have  been 
calculated  on  a  cash  basis  of  expense  ac¬ 
counting  rather  than  an  accrual  basis  of  ex¬ 
pense  accounting  which  the  FEA  began  using 
in  its  analysis  of  exception  relief  in  1976.  The 
FEA  determined  that  there  was  no  basis  for 
concluding  that  the  cash  method  oi  expense 
accounting  should  be  used  rather  than  the 
accural  method  of  expense  accounting.  In  ad¬ 
dition  the  FEA  determined  that  Southland 
viitrf  failed  to  support  its  contention  that  the 
cash  method  of  accounting  Is  the  generally 
accepted  method  used  by  acooimtants  or  the 
petroleum  industry.  The  Southland  Appeals 
were  therefore  denied  in  all  respects. 

Tenneco  Ofl  Co.;  Houston,  Tex.;  FEA-0904; 

Crude  OH 

The  Tenneco  Oil  Company  appealed  from 
a  Remedial  Order  which  the  Deputy  Regional 
Administrator  of  FEA  Regdcm  VI  Issiied  to 
the  firm  on  June  8,  1976.  In  the  Remedial 
Order  the  FEA  Regloncd  Office  foimd  that 
during  the  period  January  through  Novem¬ 
ber  1974  Tenneco  sold  the  crude  oil  which  it 
produced  from  its  ’Toe  CT  property  located 
In  Kem  County,  California  at  market  price 
levels  rather  than  the  maximum  permissible 
levels  specified  In  the  FEA  Price  Regulations. 
The  FEA  also  concluded  that  in  July  1974 
Tenneco  had  improperly  revised  the  base 
production  control  level  (BPCL)  for  the  Fee 
O  property  to  exclude  the  crude  ofl  which 
had  been  consumed  on  the  property  during 
1973.  Tenneco  had  used  the  crude  oil  Involved 
to  produce  steam  which  was  necessary  to 
maintain  crude  oil  extraction  activities  on 
the  property.  According  to  the  Remedial 
Order,  after  ’Tenneco  had  revised  the  BPCL 
tar  the  Fee  C  property,  it  retroactively  billed 
the  West  Coast  Ofl  Company  at  uncontrolled 
prices  for  Fee  C  crude  ofl  which  was  sold  to 
it  during  the  period  October  1973  through 
June  1974.  ’The  FEA  Regional  Office  also 
found  that  on  November  23,  1974,  Tenneco 
had  terminated  its  suppller/purchaser  rela¬ 
tionship  with  West  Coast  in  violation  of  the 


provisions  of  10  CFR  211.63.  On  the  basis  of 
these  findings  the  Remedial  Order  directed 
Tenneco  to  (1)  make  refunds  for  previous 
overcharges  on  sales  of  Fee  C  crude  oil  to 
West  Coast;  (11)  reinstate  the  supplier/pur¬ 
chaser  relationship  between  Tenneco  and 
West  Coast  which  Section  211.63  of  the  FEA 
Regulation  requires  the  firm  to  maintain; 
and  (ill)  recalculate  the  BPCIe  for  all  crude 
ofl  producing  prc^ertles  which  ’Tenneco  con¬ 
trols  and  prospectively  determine  the  prices 
of  all  the  crude  oil  which  it  sells  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  principles  set  forth  in  the 
Remedial  Order. 

In  considering  Tenneco’s  Appeal,  the  FEA 
reviewed  the  l^dslatlve  history  of  the  two 
tier  price  system  and  concluded  that  a  prin¬ 
cipal  piupose  of  the  system  was  to  provide 
financial  incentives  to  stimulate  increased 
production  of  domestic  crude  oil.  In  view  of 
the  background  of  the  two  tier  price  system 
and  the  history  of  Tenneco’s  activities  on 
the  Fee  C  property,  the  FEA  found  that  the 
term  “produced  and  sold**  should  be  inter¬ 
preted  in  this  case  as  meaning  the  amount 
of  crude  oil  production  from  the  property  in 
the  1972  base  year  for  which  value  was  re¬ 
ceived.  ’Ihe  FEA  held  that  a  producer  such  as 
Tenneco  receives  value  when  the  crude  oil 
which  It  extracted  is  exchanged  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  money,  other  crude  oil,  refined  petro¬ 
leum  product^  or  services.  Ck>nseqtiently, 
the  FEA  determined  that  even  though  a 
transfer  did  not  occur  in  title  to  the  Fee  C 
crude  oU  which  was  processed  in  1972  and 
retTirned  to  ’Tenneco  in  the  form  of  residual 
fuel  oil  to  be  burned  on  the  prtqierty.  Ten¬ 
neco  received  sufficient  “value”  within  the 
meaning  of  the  phrase  “produced  and  sold" 
for  the  crude  oil  Involved  to  properly  be  in¬ 
cluded  within  the  BPCL.  However,  the  FEA 
sustained  Tenneco’s  contention  that  the 
Remedial  Order  erroneously  required  it  to 
recalculate  the  BPCL  for  all  of  its  crude  ofl 
producing  properties.  The  FEA  held  that 
there  were  no  findings  in  the  Remedial 
Order  which  related  to  Tenneco’s  pricing 
practices  for  any  crude  oil  producing  prop¬ 
erties  other  than  the  Fee  C  property.  Under 
those  circumstances  there  was  no  proper 
foiindatlon  for  the  conclusion  that  remedial 
action  should  be  instituted  with  respect  to 
those  properties.  Finally,  the  FEA  deter¬ 
mined  that  a  new  crude  oil  supply  arrange¬ 
ment  which  Tenneco  and  West  Coast  entered 
into  as  a  result  of  the  Remedial  Order  does 
not  excuse  Tenneco  of  the  obligation  to  re¬ 
fund  previous  ovM’charges  to  West  Coast,  and 
that  West  Coast  In  turn  must  pass  through 
the  refunds  which  it  receives  from  Tenneco 
in  the  form  of  lower  prices  for  the  covered 
products  which  it  sells  to  its  customers.  In 
order  to  ensure  that  the  refunds  are  re¬ 
flected  in  the  prices  West  Coast  chargee  for 
the  products  it  sells,  an  ordw  was  entered  in 
connection  with  the  Appeal  proceeding  di¬ 
recting  the  FEA  Deputy  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trates  for  Compliance  to  issue  an  Ancillary 
Order  pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.195(b)  which 
directs  West  Coast  to  reduce  its  crude  oil 
costs  by  the  amount  of  the  refunds  whether 
or  not  West  Coast  ultimately  retains  the 
funds  which  it  will  receive.  Tenneco’s  Appeal 
was  therefore  denied  in  part  and  granted  in 
part. 

Terrible  Herbst,  Inc.;  Las  Vegas,  Nev.;  FEA- 
1032;  Motor  Gasoline 

Terrible  Herbst,  Inr.  (Herbst)  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  Decision  and  Order  in  which 
the  FEIA  denied  a  previous  Application  for 
Exception  which  the  firm  had  submitted. 
Terrible  Herbst  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  4  FEA  Par. 
83,154  (October  15. 1976) .  ’The  present  Herbst 
Appeal,  if  granted,  would  result  in  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  order  assigning  a  new  supplier  to 
furnish  Herbst  with  motor  gasoline  In  place 
of  one  of  its  base  period  suppliers,  the 
Fletcher  Oil  and  Refining  Company.  In  con¬ 


sidering  the  Appeal,  the  FEA  foimd  that 
since  Herbst  presented  no  new  legal  argu¬ 
ments  or  factual  material  in  suppcM’t  of  the 
Appeal,  Herbst  had  failed  to  meet  its  burden 
of  establishing  by  substantial  and  convinc¬ 
ing  evidence  that  the  October  15  Order  was 
erroneous  in  fact  or  law,  or  was  arbitrary  and 
capricious.  The  Appeal  was  therefore  denied. 

Wallace  and  Wallace  Fuel  Oil  Co.;  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.;  FEA-1006:Ho.  2  Fuel  OU 

’The  Wallace  and  Wallace  Fuel  Oil  Com- 
pemy  (Wallace)  filed  an  Appeal  from  a  De¬ 
cision  and  Order  which  bad  been  Issued  to  it 
by  FEA  Region  II  on  March  11,  1976.  In  the 
March  11  Order  the  FEA  R^lonal  Office 
denied  a  request  for  exception  which  Wallace 
had  submitted  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
311.12  which  would  have  ihcrectsed  the  firm’s 
adjusted  annual  base  period  use  of  No.  2 
heating  oil  frmn  3,785,000  gallons  to  12,682,- 
736  gallons.  In  its  Appeal,  Wallace  contended 
that  an  increase  in  its  base  period  use  was 
necesscuT  to  enable  it  to  meet  the  Increfised 
requirements  of  its  customers.  In  consider¬ 
ing  the  Appeal,  the  FEA -observed  that  the 
FEA  regulations  provide  several  mechanisms 
by  which  the  firms  which  Wallace  supplies 
might  obtain  increases  in  their  base  period 
use  of  allocated  products.  Since  none  of  Wal¬ 
lace’s  customs  had  pursued  their  available 
administrative  remedies,  the  FEA  concluded 
that  no  showing  bad  been  made  that  a  hard¬ 
ship  or  inequity  would  result  to  the  cus¬ 
tomers  involved  in  the  absence  of  the  specific 
exception  relief  which  Wallace  sought.  The 
FEA  also  found  that  Wallace  had  failed  to 
satisfy  the  criteria  set  forth  in  previous  FEA 
Decisions  in  which  exception  relief  had  been 
approved  to  increase  a  marketer’s  base  period 
use  of  an  allocated  product  on  gross  inequity 
grounds.  Finally,  the  FEA  rejected  Wallace’s 
contention  that  the  firm  had  been  denied 
due  process  of  law  in  the  proceeding  which 
led  to  the  issuance  of  the  March  11  Decision 
since  the  firm  was  accorded  several  <q>por- 
tunltles  to  present  its  views  to  the  Regional 
Office  in  that  proceeding.  ’The  Wallace  Appeal 
was  accmxllngly  denied. 

Requests  Fox  ExcEpnoir 

Barnes  Petroleum  Corp.;  Mountain  View, 
Okla.;  FEE-3112;  Crude  OU. 

Bamee  Petroleum  Ckxporatlon  (Barnes) 
filed  an  Application  for  Exceptlmi  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  313,  Subpart  D 
which,  if  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to 
sell  crude  oil  whl<2i  it  produces  from  the 
Lewis  Swanda  Lecuse  located  in  Kiowa 
County,  Oklahoma,  without  regard  to  the 
requirements  specified  in  the  FEA  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  Regulations.  Subsequent  to 
the  date  upon  which  Barnes  filed  its  excep¬ 
tion  application,  the  relevant  FEA  regulations 
were  amended  in  a  manner  which  provided 
Barnes  with  the  relief  which  the  firm  re¬ 
quested  in  its  submission.  Since  the  excep¬ 
tion  relief  which  Barnes  requested  was  no 
longo-  necessary,  the  Barnes  Application  tor 
Exception  was  dismissed. 

Beacon  Gasoline  Co.;  Tulsa,  Okla.;  FEE-3367; 
Natural  Gas‘ Liquid  Products. 

Beacon  Oasollne  Company  filed  an  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  212.165  which,  if  granted,  would  permit 
the  firm  to  increase  its  selling  prices  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at  its  Mln- 
den  gas  plant  to  levels  vhlch  are  in  excess  of 
those  permitted  under  Section  212.165.  In  a 
number  of  previous  Decisions,  the  FEA  de¬ 
termined  that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception 
relief  would  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas 
processor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the 
non-product  costs  which  it  has  experienced 
since  May  1973  have  Increased  substantially 
in  excess  of  the  $.005  per  gallon  passthrough 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  under  the 
provisions  of  Section  312.165.  The  FEA 
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found  that  Beacon  had  made  such  a  showing 
with  respect  to  Its  Mlnden  gas  plant  and 
therefore  granted  appropriate  exception 
relief  for  that  plant  for  the  period  January  1, 
1977  through  March  31. 1977. 

Belridge  Oil  Co.;  Loa  Angeles.  Calif.;  FES- 
3395;  Natural  Gas  Liquid  Products. 

Belridge  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  C7R 

212.165  which,  If  granted,  would  permit  the 
firm  to  Increase  its  selling  prices  for  natural 
gas  liquid  products  produced  at  Its  Kern 
County  gas  plant  to  levels  which  are  In  excess 
of  those  permitted  under  Section  212.166.  In 
a  number  of  previous  Decisions,  the  FEA  de¬ 
termined  that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception 
relief  would  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas 
processor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the 
non-product  costs  which  it  has  experienced 
since  May  1973  have  Increased  substantially 
In  excess  of  the  $.005  per  gallon  passthrough 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  permitted 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  212.165.  FEA 
found  that  Belridge  had  made  such  a  showing 
with  respect  to  Its  Kern  County  plant  and 
therefore  granted  appropriate  exception  relief 
for  that  plant  for  the  period  January  1,  1977 
through  March  31, 1977. 

Continental  Oil  Co.;  Houston,  Tex.;  FEE-350S 
and  3506;  Natural  Gas  Liquid  Products. 

Continental  Oil  Company  filed  Applications 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 

212.165  which.  If  granted,  would  permit  the 
firm  to  Increase  the  prices  it  charges  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  to  reflect  the  non¬ 
product  cost  Increases  which  the  firm  has 
incurred  at  two  of  Its  natural  gas  processing 
plants.  In  considering  the  applications,  the 
FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception 
relief  will  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas 
processor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the 
non-product  cost  which  It  has  experienced 
since  May  1973  have  increased  substantially 
In  excess  of  the  $.005  per  gallon  passthrough 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  permitted 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  212.165.  The 
FEA  found  that  Continental  had  made  such 
a  showing  with  respect  to  each  of  the  two 
plants  and  therefore  granted  appropriate  ex¬ 
ception  relief  for  the  plants  for  the  period 
December  20, 1976  through  June  30, 1977 

Gary  Operating  Co.;  Englewood.  Colo.;  FEE- 
3375;  Natural  Gas  Liquid  Products. 

Gary  Operating  Company  filed  an  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  212.165  which.  If  granted,  would  permit 
the  firm  to  increase  its  selling  prices  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at  Its 
Bluebell  gas  plant  to  levels  which  are  In  ex¬ 
cess  of  those  permitted  under  Section  212.165. 
In  a  number  of  previous  Decisions,  the  FEA 
determined  that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception 
relief  would  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas 
processor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the 
non-product  costs  which  It  has  experienced 
since  May  1073  have  Increased  substantially 
In  excess  of  the  $.006  per  gallon  passthrough 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  under  the 
provisions  of  Section  212.165.  The  FEA  found 
that  Gary  had  made  such  a  showing  with 
respect  to  Its  Bluebell  plant  and  therefore 
granted  iq>proprlate  exception  relief  for  that 
plant  for.the  period  January  1,  1977  through 
May  31. 1977. 

Hewit  and  Dougherty;  Austin,  Tex.;  FEE- 
3374;  Natural  Gas  Liquids. 

Hewit  and  Dougherty  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 

212.165  which.  If  granted,  would  permit  the 
firm  to  Increase  Its  selling  prices  for  natural 
gas  liquids  processed  at  Its  Roche  gas  plant 
to  levels  which  are  In  excess  of  those  per¬ 
mitted  under  Section  312.165.  In  a  number 


of  previous  Decisions,  the  FEA  determined 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception  relief  would 
be  granted  to  any  natiural  gas  processor  which 
can  demonstrate  that  the  non-product  costs 
which  It  has  experienced  since  May  1973  have 
increased  substantially  In  excess  of  the 
$.00375  per  gallon  passthrough  for  natural 
gas  liquids  permitted  under  the  provisions  of 
Section  212.165.  The  FEA  found  that  Hewit 
and  Doughtery  had  made  such  a  showing 
with  respect  to  Its  Roche  plant  and  there¬ 
fore  granted  appropriate  exception  relief  for 
that  plant  for  the  period  January  1,  1977 
through  June  30, 1977. 

Hudson  Oil  Co.,  Midland  Coops.,  Inc.;  Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  FEE- 
3107  and  3106;  Crude  Oil  and  Refined 
Petroleum  Products. 

The  Hudson  Oil  Company  (Hudson)  and 
Midland  Cooperatives,  Inc.  (Midland)  filed 
submissions  with  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  seeking  various  types  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  relief  In  connection  with  the 
proposed  acquisition  by  Hudson  of  a  refinery 
which  Midland  owns  In  Cushing.  Oklahoma. 
In  the  Decision  which  It  Issued,  the  FEA 
noted  that  the  Mandatory  Petroleum  Alloca¬ 
tion  and  Price  Regulations  are  not  specifically 
designed  to  resolve  the  complex  Issues  which 
are  presented  by  the  pmchase  and  sale  of  an 
operating  refinery.  Consequently,  the  FEA 
decided  that  these  Issues  should  be  resolved 
on  an  Individual  case-by-case  basis  through 
the  exceptions  process  In  order  to  avoid  the 
occurrence  of  a  situation  In  which  the  na¬ 
tional  objective  of  encouraging  market  entry 
by  small  and  Independent  firms  Is  frustrated. 

Based  upon  the  material  submitted  In  this 
proceeding,  the  FEA  determined  that  Hudson 
should  be  permitted  to  calculate  its  maxi¬ 
mum  allowable  retail  prices  for  gasoline  by 
using  its  May  15.  1973  base  prices  as  well  as 
its  purchased  product  costs  and  its  non¬ 
product  costs  attributable  to  Its  marketing 
operations  during  May  1973.  In  addition,  for 
purposes  of  calculating  Its  maximum  allow¬ 
able  retail  prices,  the  FEA  permitted  Hudson 
to  use  Midland’s  May  1973  crude  oil  costs 
and  the  non -product  costs  attributable  to 
the  operation  of  the  Cushing  refinery  during 
that  month.  In  order  to  ensure  that  Hudson’s 
prices  In  Its  first  month  of  operation  as  a  re¬ 
finer  would  not  be  unusually  low  as  a  result 
of  the  fact  that  Hudson  will  not  have  any 
"banked”  costs  to  Include  within  the  prices 
it  charges  for  covered  products,  the  FEA 
determined  that  Hudson  should  be  permitted 
to  use  Midland’s  banked  costs  In  calculating 
prices  during  the  first  month  of  Hudson’s 
operation  of  the  Cushing  refinery.  Hudson  Is 
required  to  refund  to  the  marketplace  the 
banked  costs  which  It  “borrowed”  from  Mid¬ 
land  by  reducing  Its  bank  on  a  pro  rata  basis 
for  each  month  during  the  remainder  of  the 
first  year  of  Its  operation  of  the  Cushing  re¬ 
finery.  ITie  FEA  also  determined  that  Hudson 
should  be  permitted  to  compute  Its  maxi¬ 
mum  allowable  wholesale  price  for  gasoline 
and  Its  maximum  allowable  price  for  propane 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  New 
Item  and  New  Market  Rule  set  forth  In  10 
CFR  212.111. 

With  respect  to  the  issues  presented  In  the 
Hudson  and  Midland  submiuions  Involving 
the  allocation  of  crude  oil  and  refined  petro¬ 
leum  products,  the  FEA  determined  that  the 
following  relief  was  appropriate:  (1)  Mid¬ 
land's  supplier /purchaser  relationships  with 
Its  crude  oil  suppliers  should  be  terminated 
and  those  suppliers  should  be  assigned  to 
supply  Hudson  with  the  quantities  volumes 
of  crude  oil  which  they  would  be  obligated  to 
supply  Midland  under  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  211.63;  (11)  Hudson  should  be  assigned 
to  supply  Midland  with  the  amount  of  pro¬ 
pane  from  the  Cushing  refinery  which  will 
enable  Midland  to  meet  Its  current  propane 


supply  obligations;  (ill)  Hudson  should  be 
permitted  to  exclude  from  its  allocable  sup¬ 
ply  and  sell  to  Hudson  the  Inventories  speci¬ 
fied  In  their  Agreement  of  Purchase  and  Sale 
for  Inventories  and  Supplies  which  exist  at 
the  Cushing  refinery  on  the  date  on  which 
the  refinery  Is  sold  to  Hudson;  (Iv)  Hudson 
should  be  permitted  to  distribute  pretroleum 
products  from  the  Cushing  refinery  to  Its  own 
retail  outlets  without  regard  to  the  surplus 
product  report  requirements  set  forth  In  10 
CFR  211.10(g).  The  FEA  further  determined 
that  subsequent  to  the  refinery  acquisition 
Hudson  will  be  classified  as  a  small  refiner  for 
purposes  of  the  Crude  OU  Buy/Sell  Program 
and  the  Old  Oil  Entitlements  Program.  It  was 
also  determined  that  Hudson  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  receive  the  quantity  of  crude  oil 
to  which  Midland  would  have  been  entitled 
to  under  Section  211.65(a)  of  the  FEA  Reg¬ 
ulations  for  the  December  1976-February 
1977  allocation  quarter.  Hudson  was  also 
directed  to  file  a  formal  application  for  a 
"future  refining  capacity”  crude  oil  allocation 
which  was  responsive  to  the  six  enumerated 
factors  set  forth  In  10  CFR  2n.65(b).  The 
FEA  also  determined  that  Hudson  should  be 
permitted  to  earn  entitlements  under  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67  with  respect  to 
crude  oil  runs  to  stills  and  receipts  at  the 
Cushing  refinery  reported  for  the  entire 
month  in  which  the  purchase  and  sale  of  the 
refinery  Is  consummated,  or  the  entire  month 
In  which  the  Decision  ahd  Order  In  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  Is  Issued,  whichever  event  occurs 
later.  It  was  further  determined  that  Mid¬ 
land  should  not  be  issued  entitlements  with 
respect  to  crude  oil  runs  and  receipts  at  the 
Cushing  refinery  for  any  month  In  which 
Hudson  earns  entitlements.  The  FEA  con¬ 
ditioned  all  of  the  pricing  and  allocation  re¬ 
lief  outlined  above  on  Hudson’s  and  Mid¬ 
land’s  compliance  with  certain  requirements 
concerning  the  purchase  and/or  sale  of  en¬ 
titlements  with  respect  to  crude  oil  runs  to 
stills  at  the  Cushing  refinery  which  occurred 
during  each  of  the  two  months  prior  to  the 
sale  to  Hudson  of  the  Cushing  refinery.  In 
addition,  the  FEA  determined  that  upon 
acquisition  of  the  Cushing  refinery  Hudson 
should  be  Issued  a  fee -exempt  Import  alloca¬ 
tion  license  from  the  FEA  Director  of  Oil  Im¬ 
ports.  The  license  will  entitle  Hudson  to  as¬ 
sume  Midland’s  historic  poeltlon  under  the 
license  system  established  in  10  CFR,  Part 
213,  both  for  the  remainder  of  the  present 
allocation  period  and  for  all  future  allocation 
periods.  Finally,  the  FEA  determined  that 
subsequent  to  the  transfer  of  the  refinery 
Midland  should  be  classified  as  a  reseller  for 
purposes  of  FEA  regulatory  programs.  The 
FEA  also  permitted  Midland  to  compute  its 
maximum  allowable  prices  under  Section 
212.93  for  the  refined  petroleum  products 
which  It  will  sell  by:  (1)  establishing  Its  May 
15,  1973  weighted  average  selling  price  as 
the  lawful  price  at  which  It  resold  purchased 
products  on  that  date;  (11)  determining  its 
increased  products  costs  as  the  difference 
between  the  weighted  average  unit  cost  of 
product  In  inventory  and  the  weighted  aver¬ 
age  unit  cost  of  that  purchased  product  In 
inventory  on  May  15,  1973;  and  (111)  Includ¬ 
ing  the  cost  of  gasoline  Inventories  which 
exist  at  the  Cushing  refinery  on  the  transfer 
date  as  part  of  Its  weighted  average  unit  cost 
of  purchased  gasoline  In  Inventory  under  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  212.92. 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co.  Inc.;  Has¬ 
tings,  Neb.;  FEE-3512  and  3513;  Natural 
Gas  Liquid  Products 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Company, 
Inc.  filed  Applications  lot  Exception  from 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  212.165  which, 
if  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  Increase 
its  selling  prices  for  natural  gas  liquid  prod¬ 
ucts  produced  at  Its  Flat  Top  and  Tenter  gas 
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plants  to  levels  which  are  in  excess  of  those 
permitted  imder  Section  212.165.  In  a  numbw 
of  previous  Decisions,  the  FEA  detwmlned 
that  as  a  general  rule,  exception  relief  would 
be  granted  to  any  natural  gas  process^  which 
can  demonstrate  that  the  non-product  costs 
which  it  has  experienced  since  May  1973  have 
increased  substantially  in  excess  of  the  $.005 
per  gallon  passthrough  for  natural  gas  liquid 
products  permitted  under  the  provisions  of 
S  212.165.  The  FEA  found  that  Kansas- 
Nebraska  bad  made  such  a  showing  with 
respect  to  each  of  the  two  plants  and  tha-e- 
fore  granted  appropriate  exception  relief  for 
the  plants  for  the  period  December  23,  1976 
through  June  30, 1977. 

Lebsack  Oil  Production,  Inc.;  Hays,  Kans.; 

FEE-3370;  Crude  Oil 

Lebsack  Oil  Production,  Inc.  (Lebsack) 
filed  an  Application  for  Exception  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D. 
The  exception  request,  if  granted,  would  re¬ 
lieve  Lebsack  of  any  obligation  to  refund 
revenues  which  the  firm  may  have  realized 
during  1974  as  a  result  of  charging  unlawful 
prices  for  the  crude  oil  produced  from  the 
Lebsack-Hartle  Lease  in  Rice  County,  Kansas. 
In  its  exception  application,  Lebsack  stated 
that  as  a  result  of  waterflood  recovery  tech¬ 
niques  initiated  by  the  firm  in  1973,  crude 
oil  production  from  the  Lebsack-Hartle  Lease 
exceeded  10  barrels  per  well  per  day  during 
1974.  Consequently,  under  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  212.73  Lebsack  could  not  charge  a 
price  for  the  crude  oil  which  it  produced 
from  the  Lebsack-Hartle  Lease  during  1974 
which  was  in  excess  of  the  ceiling  price.  How¬ 
ever,  Lebsack  stated  that  it  nevertheless  re¬ 
garded  the.  Lebsack-Hartle  Lease  as  a  stripper 
well  lease  during  1974  and  charged  prices  in 
excess  of  the  ceiling  price  for  the  crude  oil 
production  from  the  property.  In  considering 
the  Lebsack  exception  request,  the  FEA  found 
that  the  working  interest  owners  of  the 
Lebsack-Hartle  Lease  would  have  realized  a 
substantial  operating  profit  during  1974  even 
if  the  crude  oil  produced  had  been  sold  at 
ceiling  price  levels.  The  FEA  further  deter¬ 
mined  that  Lebsack  failed  to  show  that  the 
working  interest  owners  of  the  Lease  ^’ould 
experience  a  severe  financial  hardship  if  they 
were  required  to  refund  the  alleged  over¬ 
charges.  Consequently,  the  FEA  concluded 
that  Lebsack  had  failed  to  establish  that 
retroactive  exertion  relief  was  warranted 
and  the  Application  for  Exception  was  denied. 

Paul  R.  Loop;  Tulsa,  Okla.;  FEE-2898;  Crude 

Oil. 

Paul  R.  Loop  (Loop)  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR, 
Part  212,  Subpart  D,  which  if  granted,  would 
permit  Loop  to  use  a  base  production  control 
level  (BPCL)  for  the  Dicey  McIntosh  Lease 
located  in  Okmulgee  County,  Oklahoma, 
which  is  lower  than  the  BPCL  specified  in  the 
FEA  Regulations.  ITie  requested  exception 
relief  would  thereby  permit  Loop  to  sell  a 
greater  proportion  of  the  crude  oil  produced 
from  the  Lease  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 
In  its  submission.  Loop  alleged  that  the  ex¬ 
istence  of  a  current  cumulative  deficiency 
during  1975  distorted  the  intended  use  of  1975 
as  a  measurement  period  in  computing  a 
new  BPCL  for  the  Leitse.  According  to  Loop, 
the  current  cumulative  deficiency  resulted  in 
production  of  considerably  more  old  crude  oil 
during  the  1975  period,  and  consequently,  in 
acccM'dance  with  the  provl^ons  of  {  212.72,  the 
Lease's  BPCL  was  higher  than  it  would  have 
otherwise  been.  In  several  previous  decisions, 
the  FEA  held  that  exception  relief  will  be 
granted  with  respect  to  the  use  of  a  general 
measurement  period  where  a  particular  firm 
demonstrates  that;  (1)  unusual  or  anomalous 
events  occurred  during  the  base  period;  (11) 
those  events  resulted  In  conditions  which 


distort  the  Intended  use  of  the  base  period 
for  measurement  purposes;  and  (111)  the  con¬ 
sequent  distortion  that  resulted  adversely 
affected  the  firm  In  a  significant  manner. 
Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  2  FEA  Par.  83,108  (March  31, 
1975).  In  considering  Loop’s  contentions,  the 
FEA  determined  that  the  mere  existence  of 
a  current  cumulative  deficiency  diulng  1975 
was  not  the  type  of  unusual  or  anomalous 
event  which  would  distort  the  use  of  1975 
as  a  measurement  period  for  purposes  of 
computing  the  Lease’s  BPCL  pursuant  to 
§  212.72.  Moreover,  the  FEA  noted  that  Loop 
had  failed  to  present  any  material  to  show 
that  the  situation  which  he  encountered  dif¬ 
fered  in  any  material  way  from  the  situation 
encountered  by  a  number  of  the  crude  oil 
producers  who  also  accrued  current  cumula¬ 
tive  deficiencies  during  1975.  The  PEA  there¬ 
fore  denied  this  portion  of  Loop’s  exception 
request.  Loop  also  requested  exception  relief 
from  the  provisions  of  Part  212,  Subpart  D, 
which  if  granted,  would  permit  him  to  sell 
the  crude  oil  produced  from  the  Lease  at 
upper  tier  ceiling  prices.  In  considering  this 
portion  of  the  Loop  submission,  the  FEA 
determined  that  the  costs  of  producing  crude 
oil  from  the  Lease  had  increased  significantly 
and  the  firm’s  current  production  costs  ex¬ 
ceeded  the  lower  tier  ceiling  price  which  Loop 
is  permitted  to  charge.  Consequently,  the 
FEA  found  that  Loop  did  not  have  an 
economic  incentive  to  continue  to  (^>erate 
the  Lease  and  further  determined  that  if 
Loop  abandoned  the  Lease  a  significant 
quantity  of  otherwise  recoverable  domestic 
crude  oil  would  not  be  produced.  On  the  basis 
of  previous  precedents  involving  similar 
factual  situations,  the  FEA  granted  exception 
relief  to  Loop  which  permits  the  firm  to  sell 
for  a  period  of  six  months  72.5659  percent  of 
the  crude  oil  produced  from  the  Dicey  Mc¬ 
Intosh  Lease  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
Interest  owners  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 

Marvin  E.  Boyer  Oil  Co.,  Inc.;  lola,  Kans.; 

FEE-3377;  Crude  Oil 

Marvin  E.  Boyer  Oil  Company,  Inc.  (Boyer) 
filed  an  Application  for  Exception  which,  if 
granted,  would  result  in  an  extension  of  the 
relief  previously  approved  with  respect  to 
the  firm’s  crude  oil  resale  operations.  Marvin 
E.  Boyer  Co.,  Inc.,  3  FEA  Par.  83,088  (January 
30,  1976)  and  Marvin  E.  Boyer  Co.,  Inc.,  3 
FEA  Par.  83,257  (June  29,  1976).  In  con¬ 
sidering  the  Boyer  Application,  the  FEA 
found  that  the  firm's  crude  oil  reselling  di¬ 
vision  has  Incurred  substantial  nonproduct 
cost  increases  since  May  15,  1973  which  it 
cannot  reflect  in  its  selling  prices  under 
current  FEA  Regulations.  As  a  result  of  this 
situation,  the  division  was  encountering  very 
significant  financial  difficulties  and  its  con¬ 
tinued  economic  viability  was  placed  in  very 
serious  Jeopardy.  The  FEA  concluded  that 
under  these  circumstances  the  application 
of  the  FEA  Price  Regulations  to  Boyer’s 
crude  oil  reselling  operation  resulted  in  a 
gross  inequity,  and  that  the  exception  relief 
which  had  previously  been  granted  should 
be  extended  for  an  additional  period  of 
time. 

Northwest  Propane,  Inc.;  Farmington,  Mich.; 

FXE-3470;  Propane 

On  October  15,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  Issued  a  Supplemental  Order 
to  Northwest  Propane,  Inc.  (Nwthwest)  in 
which  it  approved  an  extension  of  the  ex¬ 
ception  relief  which  had  been  previously 
granted  to  the  firm  on  April  2,  1976.  North¬ 
west  Propane,  Inc.,  4  FEA  Par.  83,152  (Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1976) ,  The  October  15  Order  directed 
the  Regional  Administrator  of  FEA  Region 
V  to  assign  to  Northwest  for  the  quarter 
beginning  on  October  1,  1976  and  ending  on 
December  31,  1976,  a  supplier  or  suppliers 
whose  wholesale  price  for  propane  was  with¬ 


in  the  range  of  prices  paid  for  that  product 
by  major  marketers  in  the  area  In  which 
Northwest  markets  Its  petroleum  products. 
The  Order  also  specified  that  upon  receiving 
a  written  request  from  Northwest,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  of  FEA  Region  V,  shall 
make  a  determination  for  any  month  sub¬ 
sequent  to  December  1976  as  to  Whether 
Northwest  would  continue  to  experience  a 
serious  hardship  unless  fiirther  exception 
relief  were  approved.  Northwest  requested 
an  extension  of  exception  relief  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  of  that  Order.  Based  on 
data  which  Northwest  submitted  to  the 
Regional  Administrator,  and  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Regional  Administrator, 
the  FEA  determined  that  if  Northwest  were 
to  purchase  its  propane  supplies  from  its 
ba.se  period  supplier,  Northwest  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  Incur  the  type  of  serious  financial 
hardship  which  led  to  the  approval  of  excep¬ 
tion  relief  in  the  past.  The  exception  relief 
was  therefore  extended  through  March  31, 
1977. 

Pennzoil  Producing  Co.;  Washington,  DC.; 

FEE-3323;  Crude  Oil. 

The  Pennzoil  Producing  Company  (Pennz- 
oil)  filed  an  Application  for  Exception  from 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart 
D,  which  if  granted  would  permit  Pennzoil 
to  sell  the  crude  oil  produced  from  the  Perry 
Sand  Waterflood  Unit,  North  Segment  lo¬ 
cated  in  Yazoo  County,  Mississippi  at  upper 
tier  celling  prices.  In  considering  the  Pennz¬ 
oil  Application,  the  FEA  determined  that 
the  costs  of  producing  crude  oil  from  the 
Unit  increa.sed  significantly  since  1972  and 
the  firm’s  current  production  costs  exceed 
the  lower  tier  celling  price  which  Pennzoil 
is  permitted  to  charge.  Consequently,  the 
FEA  found  that  Pennzoil  does  not  have  an 
economic  Incentive  to  continue  to  operate 
the  Unit  and  if  Pennzoil  abandoned  the  Unit, 
a  significant  quantity  of  otherwise  recover¬ 
able  domestic  crude  oil  would  not  be  pro¬ 
duced.  On  the  basis  of  precedents  involving 
similar  factual  situations,  the  FEA  granted 
exception  relief  to  Pennzoil  which  permits 
the  firm  to  sell  for  a  three  month  period 
30.87  percent  of  the  crude  oil  produced  from 
the  Unit  for  the  benefit  of  working  interest 
owners  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 

Readygas  Propane  Service,  Inc.;  Eldon,  Mo ; 

FEE-3383;  Propane 

On  April  2,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  granted  an  exception  to  Ready, 
gas  Propane  Service,  Inc.  (Readygas)  on  the 
grounds  that  the  application  to  it  of  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  211,  which  require 
adherence  to  the  base  period  supplier  ^pur¬ 
chaser  relationship  results  in  a  serious  hard¬ 
ship  to  the  firm.  Readygas  Propane  Service, 
Inc.,  3  PEA  Par.  83,149  (AprU  2,  1976).  The 
exception  relief  weis  extended  in  Decisions 
and  Orders  Issued  on  June  30,  1976  and  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1976.  The  September  21  Order 
directed  the  Regional  Administrator  for  FEA 
Region  VII  to  assign  to  Readygas  for  the 
months  October,  November  and  December 
1976,  a  supplier  or  suppliers  whose  wholesale 
price  for  propane  was  within  the  range  of 
prices  paid  for  such  product  by  other 
marketers  In  the  area  in  which  Readygas 
markets  its  propane.  The  Order  also  speci¬ 
fied  that  upon  receiving  a  written  request 
from  Refulygas  the  Regional  Administrator 
of  FEA  Region  VII  shall  make  a  determina¬ 
tion  for  any  month  subsequent  to  Decem¬ 
ber  1976  as  to  whether  Readygas  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  experience  a  serious  hardship  unless 
furthw  exception  relief  were  approved. 
Readygas  requested  an  extension  of  excep¬ 
tion  relief  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
that  Order.  Based  upon  data  gathered  by  the 
Regional  Administrator  and  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Regional  Administrator, 
the  FEA  determined  that  the  price  which  the 
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Union  Oil  Company  of  California,  Beadygas* 
base  period  supplier,  would  currently  charge 
Readygas  for  propane  was  within  the  range 
of  prices  paid  for  propane  by  other 
marketers  In  the  Readygas  market  area. 
Therefore,  any  financial  difficulties  which 
Readygas  may  continue  to  etperlence  would 
not  be  directly  attributable  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  FEA  regulatory  requirements.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Readygas'  request  for  an  extension  of 
exception  relief  was  denied. 

Sabre  Refining  Co.;  Bakersfield,  Calif.;  FXS- 

3471  .Crude  Oil 

Sabre  Refining  Company  filed  an  Appli¬ 
cation  for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  211.67  (the  Old  Oil  EntlUements 
Program)  which.  If  granted,  would  relieve 
the  firm  of  any  obligation  to  purchase  en¬ 
titlements  beginning  with  the  month  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1977.  In  support  of  Its  exception  request. 
Sabre  submitted  projected  financial  state¬ 
ments  for  Its  current  fiscal  3rear  ending  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  1977  and  projected  monthly  crude 
oU  runs  to  stills  and  receipts  of  old,  new 
and  imported  crude  oil  for  the  fiscal  year. 
In  considering  Sabre's  exception  request  the 
FEA  determined  that  as  a  result  of  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  exception  relief  which  had 
previously  been  grapted  to  the  firm  for  the 
months  of  July  through  December  1976  and 
In  view  of  the  level  of  Sabre's  crude  oil  runs 
and  receipts  during  the  current  fiscal  year, 
the  firm  would  be  requti^  to  purchase  en¬ 
titlements  at  a  substantial  cost  commencing 
with  the  month  of  January  1977.  As  a  result 
of  the  projected  entitlements  cost  which 
Sabre  would  Incur  during  Its  current  fiscal 
year,  the  firm's  profit  margin  and  return  on 
Invested  capital  would  be  below  historical 
levels.  Under  the  criteria  set  forth  In  Delta 
Ref.  Co.,  2  FEA  Par.  83.275  (September  11, 
1975)  and  Beacon  Oil  Co.,  3  FEA  Par.  83,209 
(June  8,  1976),  exception  relief  was  there¬ 
fore  warranted.  Accordingly,  the  FEA  granted 
Sabre's  Application  for  Exception  and 
thereby  relieving  the  firm  of  any  obligation 
to  purchase  entitlements  during  the  six 
month  period  January  through  June  1977  to 
account  for  Its  crude  oil  runs  to  stills  and 
old  oil  receipts  during  the  period  November 
1976  through  April  1977.  However,  the  FEA 
noted  In  the  Decision  which  It  Issued  that 
the  relief  approved  to  Sabre  would  be  re¬ 
evaluated  If  the  firm  requested  an  extension 
of  exception  relief  beyond  June  1977  and, 
as  Is  the  case  with  all  Entitlements  Program 
Exception  decisions,  as  a  matter  of  course 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  firm's  current  fiscal 
year.  The  decision  further  noted  that  an 
adjustment  will  be  made  and  Sabre  will  be 
required  to  purchase  or  sell  additional  en¬ 
titlements  If  the  FEA  finds  that  It  received 
excess  or  Insufficient  benefits  In  the  past 
because  of  *:  difference  between  the  financial 
projections  It  submitted  and  the  actual  re¬ 
sults  which  the  firm  achieved. 

Saveway  Gas  Appliance,  Inc.;  Dexter,  Mo.; 

FES-3430;  Propane. 

On  Sdt>tember  27,  1976,  the  FEA  Issued  a 
Supplemental  Order  to  Saveway  Gas  ft  Ap¬ 
pliance,  Inc.  (Saveway)  In  which  it  iq>proved 
an  extension  of  the  exception  relief  which 
had  Initially  been  granted  to  Um  firm  on 
March  31,  1976  on  the  grounds  that  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
211,  requiring  adherence  to  the  base  period 
suppller/purchaser  relationship  results  In  a 
serious  hardship  to  the  firm.  Saveway  Gas  ft 
Appliance,  Inc.,  4  RA  Par.  83.132  (Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1976) .  In  that  order  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrate  tat  the  RA  Region  vn  was  di¬ 
rected  to  assign  to  Saveway  tat  the  months 
at  October,  November  and  December  1976,  a 
supplier  at  suppliers  whose  wholesale  price 


tot  propane  was  within  the  range  of  prices 
paid  tat  that  product  by  major  marketers 
In  Saveway's  marketing  area.  The  Order  also 
specified  that  upon  receiving  a  written  re¬ 
quest  from  Saveway  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  FEA  Region  vn  shall  make  a  de¬ 
termination  for  any  month  subsequent  to 
December  1976  as  to  whether  Saveway  srould 
continue  to  experience  a  serious  hardship 
unless  further  exception  relief  were  approved. 
Saveway  requested  an  extension  of  excep¬ 
tion  relief  In  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
that  Order.  Based  upon  data  gathered  by 
the  FEA  and  the  recommendation  of  the 
Regional  Administrator,  the  RA  determined 
that  the  price  which  N.OIj.  Supply,  Inc- 
Saveway's  base  period  supplier,  would  pres¬ 
ently  charge  Saveway  for  propane  was  within 
the  range  of  prices  paid  for  propane  by  other 
marketers  In  Saveway's  market  area.  There¬ 
fore  any  financial  difficulties  which  Saveway 
was  continuing  to  experience  would  not  re¬ 
sult  directly  from  the  application  of  FEA 
regulatory  requirements.  Accordingly  the 
Saveway  request  for  an  extension  of  excep¬ 
tion  relief  was  denied. 

Rkquxsts  roa  Stat 

Jack  W.  Grigsby  d.b.a.  Grigsby  Oil  and  Gas; 

Shreveport,  La.;  FES-1082;  Crude  Oil 

Jack  W.  Grigsby  d.b.a.  Grigsby  Oil  and  Gas 
(Grigsby)  filed  an  Application  tor  Stay  of  a 
Remedial  Order  which  the  Deputy  Regional 
Administrator  of  FEA  Region  VI  Issued  to  It 
on  November  29,  1976.  The  Remedial  Order 
determined  that  during  the  period  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1973  through  July  31,  1975  Grigsby  sold 
crude  oil  to  Cities  Service  Oil  Company,  Cities 
Service  Pipeline  Co.,  Shell  Oil  Co.,  Stone 
Energy  Co.,  and  Summit  Gas  Co.,  at  prices 
which  were  In  excess  of  the  maximum  price 
levels  permitted  under  the  i^plicable  regu¬ 
latory  provisions.  On  the  basis  of  this  deter¬ 
mination,  the  Remedial  Order  directed 
Grigsby  to  make  refunds  to  these  firms  for 
the  overcharges  within  180  days.  The  Reme¬ 
dial  Order  further  directed  Grigsby  to  Im¬ 
mediately  recalculate  the  maximum  allow¬ 
able  selling  prices  for  the  crude  oO  produced 
from  the  Heywood  RA  SUB  drilling  unit  and 
the  WLPE  41  7600  SU  property  and  reduce 
the  prices  which  It  charges  for  this  crude 
oil  to  the  lawful  price  levels.  Grigsby’s  stay 
request.  If  granted,  would  relieve  the  firm  of 
its  obligation  to  make  the  specified  refunds 
and  to  lower  its  prices  pending  a  final  de¬ 
termination  on  Its  Appeal  from  the  Remedial 
Order.  In  considering  the  request  for  stay, 
the  FEA  concluded  that  Grigsby  bad  raised 
substantial  issues  concerning  the  propriety 
of  the  Remedial  Order.  Grigsby  also  made  a 
strong  showing  that  It  could  Incur  an  Ir¬ 
reparable  Injury  In  the  event  that  it  is  re¬ 
quired  to  make  Immediate  refunds  to  the 
firms  Involved  since  in  all  likelihood  these 
firms  would  pass  on  the  refunds  to  their  own 
customws  and  Grigsby  could  experience  sub¬ 
stantial  difficulty  In  recovering  the  funds  In 
the  event  that  It  prevails  on  the  merits  of  Its 
Appeal.  ITie  FEA  therefore  held  that  Grigsby 
satisfied  the  criteria  set  forth  In  General 
Crude  Oil  Co.,  3  FEA  Par.  85,040  (Jime  25, 
1976)  a  stay  will  be  granted  from  the  refund 
requirements  specified  In  a  Remedial  Order. 
Similarly,  the  FEA  held  that  Grigsby  had 
made  a  showing  that  It  could  Incm  an  Irrep¬ 
arable  injury  If  It  were  required  to  lower 
Its  prices  for  the  crude  oil  which  It  produces. 
Consequently,  this  requirement  of  the  Re¬ 
medial  Order  was  also  stayed.  However,  the 
FEA  determined  that  Grigsby  should  be  re¬ 
quired  to  establish  an  escrow  account  Into 
i^lch  all  disputed  funds  are  placed.  There¬ 
fore,  Grigsby's  stay  request  was  granted 
under  the  condition  that  an  appropriate 
escrow  account  is  established. 


SkelJy  OU  Co.;  Tulsa.  Okla.;  FE. 4-1098;  Un¬ 
leaded  Motor  Gasoline 

Skelly  Oil  Company  (Skelly)  requested 
that  a  Remedial  Order  which  the  FEA  issued 
to  the  firm  on  December  7,  1976  he  stayed 
pending  a  final  determination  of  the  firm's 
Appeal  from  that  Order.  In  the  Remedial 
Order,  the  FEA  found  that  Skelly  has  been 
charging  prices  for  unleaded  motes:  gasoline 
which  exceed  maximum  allowable  price 
levels.  The  Ren^lal  Order  therefore  directed 
Skelly  to  recompute  Its  maximum  allowable 
prices  for  unleaded  motor  gasoline  In  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  212.112 
and  establish  its  current  selling  prices  ac¬ 
cordingly.  In  considering  Skelly's  contention 
that  the  Remedial  Order  should  be  stayed, 
the  FEA  applied  the  principles  previously 
established  In  General  Crude  OH  Co.,  3  FEA 
Par.  85.040  (June  25,  1976).  On  the  basis  of 
these  principles,  the  FEA  concluded  that 
Skelly  had  failed  to  establish  any  strong 
countervailing  considerations  which  would 
warrant  permitting  Skelly  to  continue  to 
charge  prices  which  the  FEA  determined  to 
be  unlawful  In  the  proceeding  leading  to  the 
issuance  of  the  Remedial  Order.  The  FEA 
futrher  held  that  Skelly’s  contention  that 
compliance  adth  the  terms  of  the  Order 
would  subject  It  to  potential  lawsuits  under 
the  terms  of  the  Roblnson-Patman  Act  was 
not  supported  by  the  material  which  It 
fxirnlshed.  The  Application  for  Stay  was 
therefore  denied. 

Southland  OU  Co.  (VGS  Corp.);  Memphis, 
Tenn.;  FSS-loeS;  Crude  OU 

Southland  Oil  Company  requested  a  stay 
of  a  Decision  and  Order  Issued  to  the  firm  on 
November  5,  1976.  In  that  Order,  the  FEA 
directed  the  firm  to  purchase  additional  en¬ 
titlements  at  a  total  value  of  $3,464,670  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  November  1976  through  Octo¬ 
ber  1977  In  order  to  offset  the  excessive 
benefits  which  the  FEA  found  the  firm  bad 
obtained  from  exception  relief  provided  to  It 
during  1975.  In  Its  Application  for  Stay, 
Southland  asserted  that  as  a  result  of  the 
Implementation  of  the  November  5  Decision, 
the  firm  would  be  In  violation  of  that  portion 
of  Its  loan  agreement  which  requires  South¬ 
land  to  maintain  a  ratio  of  ciirent  assets  to 
current  liabilities  of  two  to  one.  In  consider¬ 
ing  Southland’s  contention  that  It  would  ex¬ 
perience  an  irreparable  Injury  If  its  stay  re¬ 
quest  were  denied,  the  FEA  determined  that 
Southland  had  failed  to  present  any  evi¬ 
dence  which  made  a  convincing  showing  that 
Southland’s  technical  violation  of  Its  loan 
agreement  was  likely  to  cause  the  lender  to 
require  that  the  loan  be  repaid.  The  FEA  also 
found  that  Southland  had  failed  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  It  would  be  adversely  affected  If 
It  were  to  fulfill  Its  entitlement  purchase  ob¬ 
ligation.  Consequently,  the  FEA  concluded 
that  the  firm’s  claim  that  It  would  Incur  an 
Irreparable  Injtiry  was  without  merit.  ITie 
FEA  also  determined  that  Southland’s  Ap¬ 
plication  failed  to  support  Its  contention 
that  It  Is  appropriate  to  preserve  the  status 
quo  ante.  In  addition,  the  FEA  concluded 
that  to  a  significant  extent  the  motor  gaso¬ 
line  pricing  distortions  to  which  Southland 
alluded  are  purely  speculative.  Accordingly, 
Southland's  Application  for  Stay  was  denied. 

SxrPPLKMXNTAL  OhOEES 

Warrior  Asphalt  Co.  of  Alabama,  Inc.;  Tus¬ 
caloosa,  Ala.;  FEX-0105;  Crude  OU 

On  December  23,  1976,  the  FEA  Issued  a 
Supplemental  Order  to  the  Warrior  Asphalt 
ComiMtny  of  Alabama,  Inc..  In  which  It  re¬ 
duced  Warrior's  mon^ly  obligation  to  pur¬ 
chase  entitlements  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
211.67  (the  Old  OH  Entitlements  Program) 
by  $102,844  during  the  period  December  1976 
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through  May  1977.  Warrior  Asphalt  Co.  of 

Alabama,  Inc.,  4  FEA  Par. _ (December 

23.  1976).  However,  the  Entltl^nent  Notice 
for  the  month  of  December  had  already  been 
published  by  the  FEA  prior  to  the  Issuance 
of  the  Supplemental  Order,  and  as  a  result. 
Warrior  was  required  to  purchase  entitle¬ 
ments  valued  at  9102,844  during  December. 
In  order  to  rectify  this  situation  and  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  firm’s  cash  flow  and  operating  pos¬ 
ture  from  unnecessary  disruption,  the  FEA 
determined  that  Warrior’s  obligation  to  pur¬ 
chase  entitlements  valued  at  $102,844  for 
the  month  of  December  should  be  stayed 
pending  an  appropriate  corrective  adjust¬ 
ment  on  the  Entitlement  Notice  which 
would  be  issued  during  the  month  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1977. 

Warrior  Asphalt  Co.  of  Alabama,  Inc.;  Tus¬ 
caloosa,  Ala.;  FEX-0106;  Crude  Oil 

On  December  15,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
to  the  Warrior  Asphalt  Company  of  Alabama, 
Inc.,  In  which  It  denied  the  firm’s  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  211.67  (the  Old  Oil  Entitlements  Pro¬ 
gram)  .  Warrico'  Anhalt  Co.  of  Alabama,  Inc., 
4  FEA  Par.  83.  263  (December  16,  1976).  The 
exception  request.  If  granted,  would  have  re¬ 
lieved  Warrior  of  any  obligation  to  purchase 
entitlements  on  the  basis  of  its  crude  oil 
runs  to  stills  in  October  1976  and  subse¬ 
quent  months.  ’The  determination  reached 
in  the  December  15  Order  was  based  on  the 
finding  that  even  without  additional  excep¬ 
tion  relief.  Warrior  would  exceed  Its  his¬ 
torical  profit  margin  for  its  current  fiscal 
year  ending  March  31,  1977.  Subsequent  to 
the  issuance  of  the  December  15  Decision 
and  Order,  It  was  determined  that  the  Or¬ 
der  was  based  in  part  upon  an  erroneous 
calculation  of  the  number  of  entitlements 
which  would  be  issued  to  Warrior  for  the 
remainder  of  its  fiscal  year.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  recalculated  dollar  value  of 
Warrior’s  projected  entitlement  purchase 
obligation  indicated  that  the  firm  would 
fail  to  attain  its  historical  profit  margin  or 
return  on  invested  capital,  the  FEA  on  its 
own  motion  reconsidered  the  December  15 
determination  in  a  Supplemental  Order  pro- 
'ceedlng.  The  FEA  found  that  as  a  result  of 
Warrior’s  crude  oil  receipts  and  runs  to 
stills  during  the  firms  current  fiscal  year,  the 
firm  would  in  fact  be  required  to  purchase 
entitlements  at  a  substantial  cost  commenc¬ 
ing  with  the  December  Entitlement  Notice. 
As  a  result  of  the  projected  entitlements 
cost  which  Warrior  would  incur  during  its 
current  fiscal  year,  the  firm’s  profit  margin 
and  return  on  invested  capital  would  be  be¬ 
low  historical  levels.  Pursuant  to  the  cri¬ 
teria  set  forth  in  Delta  Refining  Co.,  2  PEA 
Par.  83,276  (September  11,  1976)  and  Bea¬ 
con  Oil  Co.,  3  FEA  Par.  83,209  (June  8,  1976), 
exception  relief  was  therefore  warranted. 
Accordingly,  the  FEA  reduced  by  $102,844 
per  month  the  value  of  entitlements  which 
Warrior  would  otherwise  be  required  to  pur¬ 
chase  during  the  period  December  1976 
though  May  1977  to  account  for  receipts  of 
deemed  old  oil  and  crude  oil  runs  to  stills 
during  the  months  of  October  1976  through 
March  1977.  However,  the  FEA  noted  in  the 
Decision  which  it  issued  that  the  relief  ap¬ 
proved  would  be  reevaluated  if  the  firm 
requested  an  extension  of  exception  relief 
beyond  May  1977  and  that  a  further  evalua¬ 
tion  would  be  conducted  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  firm’s  current  fiscal  year. 

D1SMIS8A1.S 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
following  a  statement  by  the  ai^ilicant  indi¬ 
cating  that  the  relief  requested  was  no 
longer  needed: 


ChampUn  Petroleum  Co.;  Port  Worth,  Tex.; 
PEE-3463 

north  American  Petroleum  Corp.;  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.;  FEE-3237 

Union  Oil  Co.,  of  Californio;  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.;  FEA-1017 

The  following  submission  was  dismissed 
for  failure  to  correct  deflcleaiclee  in  the  firm’s 
filing  as  required  by  the  FEA  Procedural 
Regulations: 

John  R.  Groom,  Jr.,  Mills,  Wyo.;  FEA-1040 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
after  the  applicants  repeatedly  failed  to  re¬ 
spond  to  requests  tor  additional  informa¬ 
tion: 

Arthur’s;  Marshfield,  Mo.;  FEE-3089 
BMG,  Inc.;  Denver,  Colo.;  FEE-3238 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these  Deci¬ 
sions  and  Orders  are  available  in  the 
Public  Docket  Room  of  the  OflSce  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Grievances  and  Redress,  Ro(»n  B- 
120.  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00 
pjn.,  eA.t.,  except  Federal  holidays.  They 
are  also  available  in  Energy  Manage¬ 
ment:  Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  looseleaf  re¬ 
porter  system. 

Eric  J.  Fygi, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

March  13,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-7859  Piled  3-14-77;2:04  pmj 

ISSUANCE  OF  DECISIONS  AND  ORDERS 
BY  OFFICE  OF  EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Week  of  December  27  Through 
December  31, 1976 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  December  27  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1976,  the  Decisions  and  Orders 
summarized  below  were  Issued  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Appeals  and  Applications  for 
Exception  or  other  relief  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  which  were  dismissed  by  the 
Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals  and  the 
basis  for  the  dismissal. 

Appeal 

Petrochemical  Energy  Group;  Washington, 
D.C.;  FEA-10S6;  Freedom  of  Information 

The  Petrochemical  Energy  Group  (PEG) 
appealed  from  a  partial  denial  of  a  R^uest 
for  Information  which  It  submitted  under 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act.  In  Its  Initial 
request  PEG  had  requested  copies  of  FEA 
Form  GlOl-Q-O  filed  by  twenty  natural  gas 
utilities.  The  PEA  Information  Access  Officer 
released  a  single  representative  copy  of  the 
firm  after  deleting  data  on  the  schedules 
accompanying  the  form  including  monthly 
volumes  of  natural  gas  deliveries  and  cur¬ 
tailments  to  specific  customers  as  well  as  the 
quantities  of  alternate  fuel  used  by  those 
customers.  The  Information  Access  Officer 
determined  that  the  deleted  data  was  com¬ 
mercial  and  confidential  In  nature  and 
therefore  was  exempt  from  public  disclosure 
pursuant  to  5  D.S.C.  552(b)  (4).  In  Uie  Deci¬ 
sion  which  It  Issued  with  regard  to  PEG’S 
Appeal,  the  FEA  determined  that  the  Infor¬ 
mation  Access  Officer  correctly  found  that  the 
data  at  Issue  was  confidential  Information 
under  the  standards  established  in  National 


Parks  &  Conservation  Ass'n  v.  Morton,  498  F. 
2d  766  (D.C.  Clr.  1974).  However,  the  FEA 
further  determined  that  it  might  be  possible 
for  certcUn  portions  of  the  data  which  is  con¬ 
tained  on  these  schedules  to  be  released  in  a 
manner  which  would  preserve  its  confidential 
nature.  Therefore,  the  matter  was  demanded 
to  the  Information  Access  Officer  with  in¬ 
structions  to  determine  whether  the  volu¬ 
metric  data  submitted  by  the  respective 
utilities  for  each  of  their  large  customers  in 
the  Industrial  and  commercial  categories 
could  be  released  without  causing  substantial 
harm  to  the  competitive  position  of  the  large 
end-users  if  the  customer’s  name,  location, 
delivery  point  and  Its  Standard  Industrial 
Classification  code  (SIC  code)  were  deleted. 
Finally,  the  FEA  held  that  the  Information 
Access  Officer  was  correct'in  withholding  from 
disclosure  aggregate  volumetric  data  for  smell 
customers  In  the  industrial  and  commercial 
categories  in  those  cases  where  two  or  fewer 
customers  were  reported  on  a  single  schedule. 
In  this  Instance,  the  FEA  concluded  that  the 
anonymity  of  the  small  end-users  could  not 
be  protected  by  the  deletion  of  Its  name  and 
other  identifying  details.  PEG’S  Appeal  was 
therefore  granted  In  part  and  the  matter  was 
demanded  to  the  Information  Access  Officer 
for  further  determination  In  accordance  with 
the  Decision. 

Requests  Fob  Exception 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co.;  Dallas,  Tex.;  Fee-3389 
(East  Village  MUls),  FEE-3390  (Hull), 
FEE-3391  (Ojai  Timber),  FEE-3392  (Riv¬ 
erton  Dome),  FEE-3393  (South  Hamp¬ 
ton),  FEE-3394  (Taft);  Natural  Gas 
Liquid  Products 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company  filed  Applica¬ 
tions  for  Exceptions  from  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  212.165  which.  If  granted,  would  per¬ 
mit  the  firm  to  increase  the  prices  It  charges 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  to  reflect  the 
non-product  cost  Increases  which  the  firm 
has  Incurred  at  six  of  its  natural  gas  pro¬ 
cessing  plants.  In  considering  the  applica¬ 
tions,  the  FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
exception  relief  will  be  granted  to  any  nat¬ 
ural  gas  processor  which  can  demonstrate 
that  the  non-product  costs  which  It  has  ex¬ 
perienced  since  May  1973  have  Increased  sub¬ 
stantially  in  excess  of  the  $0,005  per  gallon 
passthrough  for  natural  gas  liquid  products 
permitted  under  the  provisions  of  {  212.165. 
The  FEA  found  that  ARGO  had  made  such 
a  showing  with  respect  to  each  of  the  six 
plants  and  therefore  granted  appropriate  ex¬ 
ception  relief  for  those  plants. 

Breckenridge  Gasoline  Co.;  Breckenridge, 
Tex.;  FEE-3337  (Eliasville) ,  FEE-3338 
(Lodi),  Natural  Gas  Liquids  and 
Products 

Breckenridge  Gasoline  Company  filed  Ap¬ 
plications  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  212.165  which.  If  granted,  would 
permit  the  firm  to  increase  Its  selling  prices 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at 
Its  Eliasville  gas  plant  and  natural  gas  liquids 
processed  at  its  Lodi  gas  plant  to  levels  which 
are  in  excess  of  those  permitted  under 
f  212.165.  In  a  number  of  jK'evious  Decisions, 
the  FEA  determined  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
exception  relief  would  be  granted  to  any 
natural  gas  processor  which  can .  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  non-product  costs  which  It 
has  experienced  since  May  1973  have  In¬ 
creased  substantially  in  excess  of  the  $0,005 
per  gallon  passthrough  tar  natural  gas  liquid 
products  and  the  $0.00375  per  gallon  pass¬ 
through  for  natural  gas  liquids  permitted 
under  the  provisions  of  I  312.166. 

The  FEA  found  that  Breckenridge  had 
made  such  a  showing  with  respect  to  each 
of  the  two  plants  and  therefm-e  granted  iq>- 
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propriate  exception  relief  for  those  plants 
for  the  period  January  1,  1977  through 
March  31,  1977. 

Cities  Service  Co.:  Tulsa.  Okla.;  FEE-3449 
iCitronelle) ,  FEE-3450  {Garrett),  FEE- 
3451  {Kimball),  FEE-3452  {May).  FEE- 
3453  {Myrtle  Springs).  FEE-3454  {Rio 
Grande).  FEE-3455  (St.  Amelia),  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Liquid  Products 

Cities  Service  Company  filed  Applications 
for  Exceptions  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 

212.165  which,  if  granted,  would  permit  the 
firm  to  Increase  the  prices  It  charges  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  to  refiect  the  non¬ 
product  cost  Increases  which  the  firm  has 
Incurred  at  seven  of  Its  natural  gas  process¬ 
ing  plants.  In  considering  the  applications, 
the  FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general  rule,  excep¬ 
tion  relief  will  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas 
processor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the 
non-product  costs  which  it  has  experienced 
since  May  1973  have  Increased  substantially 
in  excess  of  the  $0  005  per  gallon  pass¬ 
through  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  per¬ 
mitted  under  the  provisions  of  {  212.165.  The 
FEA  found  that  Cities  had  made  such  a  show¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  each  of  the  seven  plants 
and  therefore  granted  appropriate  exception 
relief  for  those  plants. 

Continental  Oil  Co.;  Houston,  Tex.;  FXE- 
3472  {Elk  City).  FXE-3473  (Medford), 
FXE-3474  (South  Hampton);  Natural 
Gas  Liquid  Products 

Continental  Oil  Company  filed  Applica¬ 
tions  for  Exceptions  from  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  212.165  which,  if  granted,  would  per¬ 
mit  the  firm  to  Increase  the  prices  It  charges 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  to  reflect  the 
non-product  cost  increases  which  the  firm 
has  incurred  at  three  of  Its  natural  gas  proc¬ 
essing  plants.  In  considering  the  applica¬ 
tions.  the  FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
exception  relief  will  be  granted  to  any  nat¬ 
ural  gas  processor  which  can  demonstrate 
that  the  non-product  costs  which  It  has  ex¬ 
perienced  since  May  1973  have  Increased  sub¬ 
stantially  in  excess  of  the  $0,005  per  gallon 
pass-through  for  natural  gas  liquid  products 
permitted  under  the  provisions  of  {  212.165. 
The  FEA  found  that  Continental  had  made 
such  a  showing  with  respect  to  each  of  the 
three  plants  and  therefore  granted  appro¬ 
priate  exception  relief  for  those  plants. 

Sanford  P.  Fagadau;  Dallas.  Tex.;  FEE-3446: 
(Bluegrove);  Natural  Gas  Liquids 

Sanford  P.  Fagadau  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CPR 

212.165  which.  If  granted,  would  permit  Pag- 
adau  to  Increase  its  selling  prices  for  natural 
gas  liquids  processed  at  its  Bluegrove  gas 
plant  to  levels  which  are  In  excess  of  those 
permitted  under  Section  212.165.  In'a  number 
of  previous  Decisions,  the  PEA  determined 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception  relief  would 
be  granted  to  any  natural  gas  processor  which 
can  demonstrate  that  the  nonproduct  costs 
which  It  has  experienced  since  May  1973  have 
Increased  substantially  In  excess  of  the 
$.00375  per  gallon  passthrough  for  natural 
gas  liquids  permitted  under  the  provisions 
of  $  212.165.  The  PEA  found  that  Fagadau 
had  made  such  a  showing  with  respect  to  its 
Bluegrove  plant  and  therefore  granted  ap¬ 
propriate  exception  relief  for  that  plant  for 
the  period  January  1,  1977  through  March  31, 
1977. 

G.  E.  Kadane  and  Sons:  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.: 
FEE-2685:  Crude  Oil 

O.  E.  Kadane  and  Sons  (Kadane)  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  which.  If  granted, 
would  permit  the  firm  to  certify  as  new  and/ 
or  relea.sed  crude  oil  5,409  34  barrels  of  crude 
oil  which  Kadane  sold  to  the  Standard  Oil 


Company  of  California  (Socal)  at  the  celling 
prices  In  effect  during  the  period  July 
through  November  1975.  Kadane  also  re¬ 
quested  that  it  be  permitted  to  bill  Socal  for 
the  amount  of  revenues  which  Kadane  failed 
to  realize  as  a  result.  Kadane  and  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Crude  Oil  Company  (General  Crude) 
each  own  one-half  of  the  working  Interest 
In  the  Banning  Lease,  a  crude  oil  producing 
property  located  In  Orange  County.  Califor¬ 
nia.  In  August  1975  FEA  Region  VI  began  an 
audit  of  the  pricing  practices  with  respect  to 
the  crude  oil  produced  and  sold  from  the 
Banlng  Lease.  As  a  result  of  the  audit  Region 
VI  concluded  that  during  the  period  June 
1974  and  January  through  May  1975  Kadane 
had  erroneously  sold  32,159.48  barrels  of 
crude  oil  at  prices  which  exceed  the  maxi¬ 
mum  permissible  levels  specified  In  10  CFR, 
Part  212.  Subpart  D.  Kadane  therefore  en¬ 
tered  into  a  Consent  Order  In  which  It  agreed 
to  refund  the  sum  of  $196,347.42.  plus  in¬ 
terest.  to  Socal,  Its  sole  purchaser.  According 
to  Kadane's  submission,  during  the  course 
of  the  audit  It  was  uncertain  jis  to  the  pre¬ 
cise  quantities  of  crtide  oil  which  It  was  en¬ 
titled  to  sell  at  market  prices  and  therefore 
concluded  that  the  most  prudent  course  of 
action  would  be  for  It  to  sell  Its  entire  share 
of  the  Lease  production  at  the  celling  price 
pending  completion  of  the  audit.  Kadane 
maintained  In  the  present  proceeding  that  a 
proper  evaluation  of  the  results  of  the  audit 
would  Indicate  that  it  had  been  entitled  to 
receive  more  revenues  from  Its  sale  of  crude 
oil  to  Socal  than  It  actually  obtained.  In  con¬ 
sidering  the  Kadane  request,  the  FEA  con¬ 
cluded  that  on  analysis  of  the  entire  history 
of  the  matter  indicates  that  Kadane  did  not 
fall  to  obtain  the  maximum  revenues  appli¬ 
cable  to  its  sales  of  crude  oil.  The  firm’s  ex¬ 
ception  request  was  therefore  denied. 

G.N.  Still:  Arlington,  Tex.;  FEE-3t55;  motor 
Gasoline 

O.N.  Still  (Still)  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  tlie  provisions  of  10  CFR. 
Part  211.  The  exception  request.  If  granted, 
would  result  In  the  issuance  of  FEA  orders 
assigning  Still  a  base  period  use  of  3,892.887 
gallons  of  motor  gasoline,  and  assigning  the 
Sun  Company,  Inc.  (Sun)  as  Still’s  sole  base 
period  supplier.  In  addition.  Sun  would  be 
directed  to  supply  Still  directly  rather  than 
by  means  of  a  substitute  supplier.  In  Its  ex¬ 
ception  application.  Still  contended  that  the 
requested  assignment  was  necessary  to  en¬ 
able  the  firm  to  negotiate  contracts  for  the 
lease  and  operation  of  certain  new  retail 
outlets  which  it  planned  to  open.  Still  noted 
In  his  request  that  he  had  terminated  his 
motor  gasoline  retail  operation  more  than 
nine  months  prior  to  the  date  on  which  he 
filed  his  exception  application.  Still  main¬ 
tained  however  that  If  the  firm  had  request¬ 
ed  exception  relief  to  receive  motor  gsisollne 
directly  from  Sun  rather  than  from  Sun’s 
substitute  supplier,  Amtel,  Inc.,  prior  to  the 
time  that  Still  had  gone  out  of  business  he 
would  have  been  entitled  to  receive  the  re¬ 
lief  requested  under  the  precedent  estab¬ 
lished  In  Whitco,  Inc..  2  FEA  Par.  83.175 
(June  9,  1975).  In  considering  the  exception 
request,  the  FEA  determined  that  Still  was 
In  effect  requesting  that  the  FEA  ensure  his 
successful  reenfry  Into  the  petroleum  Indus- 
try  by  guaranteeing  him  an  assured  source 
of  supply  of  motor  gasoline  from  a  known 
supplier.  The  FEA  concluded  that  Still  had 
presented  no  evidence  which  indicated  that 
exception  relief  was  warranted  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time,  or  that  exception  relief  would  have 
been  granted  under  the  standards  set  forth 
in  the  Whitco  Decision.  Since  appropriate 
administrative  remedies  are  available  under 
which  Still  might  apply  tor  assignment  of 
a  base  period  use  and  supplier  of  motor  gaso¬ 
line  should  he  decide  to  again  become  a  re¬ 
tailer  of  motor  gasoline  and  the  firm  had 


failed  to  make  the  requisite  showing  for  ex¬ 
ception  relief,  the  Still  exception  request 
aws  denied. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.;  Tulsa,  Okla.;  FEE-3405  (Aza¬ 
lea).  FEE-3406  (Knox),  FEE-3407  {Mil- 
foy),  FEE-3408  {Sand  Hills):  Natural 
Gas  Liquid  Products 

Gulf  Oli  Corporation  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 

212.165  which.  If  granted,  would  permit  the 
firm  to  Increase  the  prices  It  charges  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  to  reflect  the  non¬ 
product  cost  increases  which  the  firm  has 
Incurred  at  four  of  Its  natural  gas  process¬ 
ing  plants.  In  considering  the  applications, 
the  FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general  rule,  excep¬ 
tion  relief  will  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas 
processor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the 
non-product  costs  which  It  has  experienced 
since  May  1973  have  Increased  substantially 
In  excess  of  the  $  005  per  gallon  passthrough 
for  natural  gas  liquids  products  permitted 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  212.165.  The 
FEA  found  that  Gulf  had  made  such  a  show¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  each  of  the  four  plants 
and  therefore  granted  appropriate  exception 
relief  for  those  plants  for  the  period  Janu¬ 
ary  1.  1977  through  March  31,  1977. 

Halliburton  Co./Vessels  Gas  Processing  Co.; 
Denver.  Colo.;  FEE-3445  (Jrondale): 
Natural  Gas  Liquid  Products 

Halliburton  Company/Vessels  Gas  Process¬ 
ing  Company  (HVOPC)  filed  aii  Apppllca- 
tlon  for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  212.165  which.  If  granted,  would  permit 
the  firm  to  Increase  Its  selling  prices  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at  Its  Iron- 
dale  gas  plant  to  levels  which  are  In  excess 
of  those  permitted  under  { 212.165.  In  a 
number  of  previous  Decisions,  the  FEA  de¬ 
termined  that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception 
relief  would  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas 
processor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the 
non-product  costs  which  It  has  experienced 
since  May  1973  have  Increased  substantially 
In  excess  of  the  $  005  per  gallon  passthrough 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  permitted 
under  the  provisions  of  {  212.165.  The  FEA 
found  that  HVOPC  had  made  such  a  show¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  Its  Irondale  plant  and 
therefore  granted  appropriate  exception  re¬ 
lief  for  that  plant  for  the  period  January  1, 
’977  through  March  31.  1977. 

McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corp.;  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.:  FEE-3379  {Jamison  Prong), 
FEE-3380  {Tule  Creek).  FEE-3381  {WeU 
Draw).  FEE-3382  (Hilight);  Natural  Gas 
Liquid  Products 

McCulloch  Gas  Processing  Corporation 
(MOPC)  filed  Applications  for  Exception 
from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  212.165  which. 
If  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to 'increase 
Its  selling  prices  for  natural  gas  liquid  prod¬ 
ucts  produced  at  Its  Jamison  Prong,  Tule 
Creek,  Well  Draw  and  Hlllght  gas  plants  to 
levels  which  are  In  excess  of  those  permitted 
under  I  212.165.  In  a  number  of  previous  De¬ 
cisions.  the  FEA  determined  that,  as  a  gen¬ 
eral  rule,  exception  relief  would  be  granted 
to  any  natural  gas  processor  which  can  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  the  non-product  costs  which 
It  has  experienced  since  May  1973  have  In¬ 
creased  substantially  In  excess  of  the  $.005 
per  gallon  passthrough  for  natural  gas  liq¬ 
uid  products  permitted  under  the  provisions 
of  i  212.165  The  FEA  found  that  MOPC  had 
made  such  a  showing  with  respect  to  each 
of  the  four  plants  and  therefore  granted  ap¬ 
propriate  exception  relief  for  those  plants. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.:  New  York.  N  Y.;  FEE- 
3403  (Greeley).  FEE-3404  (Vanderbilt): 
Natual  Gas  Liquid  Products 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation  filed  Applications 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
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212.165  which,  if  granted,  would  permit  the 
firm  to  increase  the  prices  it  charges  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  to  reflect  the  non¬ 
product  cost  Increases  which  the  Arm  has 
incurred  at  two  of  its  natural  gas  processing 
plants.  In  considering  the  applications,  the 
FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception 
relief  will  be  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas 
processor  whicn  can  demonstrate  that  the 
non-product  costs  which  it  has  experienced 
since  May  1973  have  Increased  substantially 
in  excess  of  the  $.005  per  gallon  passthrough 
for  natural  gas  liquid  products  permitted 
under  the  provisions  of  §  212.165.  The  FEA 
found  that  Mobil  had  made  such  a  showing 
with  respect  to  each  of  the  two  plants  and 
therefore  granted  appropriate  exception  re¬ 
lief  for  those  plants. 

Shell  Oil  Co.;  Houston,  Tex.;  FEE-3431 
(Molino);  Natural  Gas  Liquid  Products 

Shell  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
212.165  which,  if  granted,  would  permit  the 
firm  to  increase  the  prices  it  charges  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquid  products  to  reflect  the  non¬ 
product  cost  Increases  which  the  firm  has 
Incurred  at  its  Molino  natural  gas  processing 
plant.  In  considering  the  application,  the 
FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception 
relief  will  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas  proc¬ 
essor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the  non¬ 
product  costs  which  it  has  experienced  since 
May  1973  have  increased  substantially  in 
excess  of  the  $.005  per  gallon  passthrough  for 
natural  gas  liquid  products  permitted  under 
the  provisions  of  §  212.165.  The  FEA  found 
that  Shell  had  made  such  a  showing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  its  Molino  gas  plant  and  therefore 
granted  appropriate  exception  relief  for  that 
plant  for  the  period  January  1,  1977  through 
March  31. 1977. 

Standard  Oil  Co.  (Ind.)  ;  Chicago.  III.;  FXE- 
3477  (Prentice).  FXE-3478  (South  Jen¬ 
nings):  Natural  Gas  Liquids  and  Prod¬ 
ucts 

Standard  Oil  Company  (Indiana)  (Amoco) 
filed  Applications  for  Exception  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  212.165  which,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  increase 
the  prices  it  charges  for  natural  gas  liquid 
products  and  natural  gas  liquids  to  reflect 
the  non-product  cost  increases  which  the 
firm  has  incurred  at  two  of  its  natural  gas 
processing  plants.  In  considering  the  appli¬ 
cations.  the  FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  exception  relief  will  be  granted  to  any 
natural  gas  processor  which  can  demonstrate 
that  the  non-product  costs  which  it  has  ex¬ 
perienced  since  May  1973  have  Increased 
substantially  in  excess  of  the  $.(X)5  per  gal¬ 
lon  passthrough  for  natural  gas  liquid  prod¬ 
ucts  and  the  $.00375  per  gallon  passthrough 
for  natural  gas  liquids  permitted  under  the 
provisions  of  {  212.165.  The  FEA  found  that 
Amoco  had  made  such  a  showing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  of  the  two  plants  and  there¬ 
fore  granted  appropriate  exception  relief  for 
those  plants. 

Sun  Oil  Co.;  Dalas,  Tex.;  FEE-3411  (Carney), 
FEE-3412  (Mayfield).  FEE-3413  (Ton- 
kaioa);  Natural  Gas  Liquids 

Sun  Oil  Company  filed  Application  for  Ex¬ 
ceptions  from  2.165  which,  if  granted,  would 
permit  the  firm  to  increase  the  prices  It 
charges  for  natural  gas  liquids  to  reflect  the 
non-product  cost  increases  which  the  firm 
has  incurred  at  three  of  its  natural  gas  proc¬ 
essing  plants.  In  considering  the  applica¬ 
tions,  the  FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
excepUon  relief  will  oe  granted  to  any  nat¬ 
ural  gas  processor  which  can  demonstrate 
that  the  non-product  costs  which  it  has  ex¬ 
perienced  since  May  1973  have  increased  sub¬ 
stantially  in  excess  of  the  $.00375  per  gallon 
passthrough  for  natural  gas  liquids  per¬ 


mitted  under  the  provisions  of  S  212.165.  The 
FEA  found  that  Sun  had  made  such  a  show¬ 
ing  with  respect  to  each  of  the  three  plants 
and  therefore  granted  appropriate  exception 
relief  for  those  plants. 

Texaco,  Inc.;  Houston,  Tex.;  FEE-3409  (Lig¬ 
nite),  FEE-3410  (Wilson  Creek);  Natural 
Gas  Liquid  Products 

Texaco,  Inc.  filed  Applications  for  Excep¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  212.165 
which,  if  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to 
increase  the  prices  it  charges  for  natural  gas 
liquid  products  to  reflect  the  non-product 
cost  increases  which  the  firm  has  incurred 
at  two  of  its  natural  gas  processing  plants. 
In  considering  the  applications,  the  FEA 
noted  that,  as  a  general  rule,  exception  re¬ 
lief  will  be  granted  to  any  natural  gas  pro¬ 
cessor  which  can  demonstrate  that  the  non¬ 
product  costs  which  it  has  experienced  since 
May  1973  have  increased  substantially  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  $005  per  gallon  passthrough  for 
natural  gas  liquid  products  permitted  under 
the  provisions  of  §  212.165.  The  FEA  found 
that  Texaco  had  made  such  a  showing  with 
respect  to  each  of  the  two  plants  and  there¬ 
fore  granted  appropriate  exception  relief  for 
those  plants  for  the  period  January  1,  1977 
through  March  31,  1977. 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  Calif.;  Los  Angeles,  Calif.; 
FEE-3414  (Dominguez).  FEE-3415  (Rio 
Bravo);  Natural  Gas  Liquid  Products 

Union  Oil  Company  of  California  filed  Ap¬ 
plications  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  212.165  which,  if  granted,  would 
permit  the  firm  to  increase  the  prices  it 
charges  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  to  re¬ 
flect  the  non-product  cost  increases  which 
the  firm  has  Incurred  at  two  of  its  natural 
gas  processing  plants.  In  considering  the  ap¬ 
plications,  the  FEA  noted  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  exception  relief  will  be  granted  to  any 
natural  gas  proces.sor  which  can  demonstrate 
that  the  non-product  costs  which  it  has  ex¬ 
perienced  since  May  1973  have  Increased  suo- 
stantlally  in  excess  of  the  $<)05  per  gallon 
passthrough  for  natural  gas  liquid  products 
permitted  under  the  provisions  of  $  212.165. 
The  FEA  found  that  Union  had  made  such  a 
showing  with  respect  to  each  of  the  two 
plants  and  therefore  granted  appropriate  ex¬ 
ception  relief  for  those  plants  for  the  period 
January  1.  1977  through  March  31,  1977. 

Requests  Fo*  Stay 

BAD  Oil  Co.,  Inc.;  Iron  Range  Propane  Co., 
Inc.;  Nibbing,  Minn.;  FES-1091;  Propane 

B  &  O  Oil  Company,  Inc.  (B  &  D)  and 
Iron  Range  Propane  Company,  Inc.  (Iron 
Range)  filed  an  Application  for  Stay  of  a  Re¬ 
medial  Order  which  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  FEA  Region  V  isued  to  them  on  De¬ 
cember  1,  1976.  The  Regional  Administrator 
determined  that  B  &  D  and  Iron  Range  have 
constituted  as  single  firm  since  December 
27,  1974  and  therefore  issued  the  Remedial 
Order  on  a  joint  basis.  The  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  also  found  that  during  the  period  No¬ 
vember  1.  1973  through  December  27,  1974 
B  &  D  sold  propane  to  Honeywell,  Inc. 
(Honeywell)  and  Iron  Range, at  prices  which 
exceeded  the  maximum  permissible  levels 
specified  in  6  CFR  150.359  and  10  CFR  212.93. 
The  Remedial  Order  therefore  directed  B  &  D 
to  refund  previous  overcharges  plus  Interest, 
to  Iron  Range  and  to  Honeywell.  In  consid¬ 
ering  the  Application  for  Stay,  the  FEA  con¬ 
cluded  that  Iron  Range  and  B  &  D  could  in¬ 
cur  an  irreparable  injury  if  they  were  re¬ 
quired  to  refund  the  overcharges  specified  in 
the  Refiiedial  Order  prior  to  a  determination 
of  their  Appeal  of  the  Order.  The  FEA  noted 
that  the  Remedial  Order  directs  the  parties 
to  nuike  refunds  to  the  marketplace  and 
that  it  is  probable  that  they  would  experi¬ 


ence  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  in  recovering 
these  refunds  in  the  event  they  ultimately 
prevail  oft  the  merits  of  their  Appeal.  The 
FEA  further  determined  that  B  &  D  and 
Iron  Range  had  raised  significant  issues  con¬ 
cerning  the  propriety  of  the  Remedial  Order. 
The  FEA  therefore  held  that  B  &  D  and  Iron 
Range  satisfied  the  criteria  set  forth  in  Gen¬ 
eral  Crude  Oil  Co.,  3  FEA  Par.  85.040  (June 
25,  1976),  modified.  3  FEA  Par.  85,040  (July 
8,  1976),  pursuant  to  when  a  stay  would  be 
granted  of  the  refund  requirements  specified 
in  a  Remedial  Order.  The  FEA  further  de¬ 
termined  however  that  in  accordance  with 
the  considerations  discussed  in'  General 
Crude  the  stay  should  be  conditioned  upon 
B  A  D’s  establishment  of  an  escrow  account 
in  which  it  places  all  refunds  required  by 
the  Remedial  Order. 

Earl  F  Wakefield.  Inc.;  Wichita,  Nans.;  FES- 

1093;  Crude  Oil 

Earl  F.  Wakefield  (Wakefield)  requested 
that  the  provisions  of  a  Remedial  Order 
which  the  FEA  Issued  to  the  firm  on  Decem¬ 
ber  8.  1976  be  stayed  pending  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  of  its  Appeal  from  that  Order.  In 
the  Remedial  Order,  the  FEA  found  that 
Wakefield  had  received  excessive  payments 
for  crude  oil  which  it  produced  and  sold. 
On  the  basis  of  this  finding,  the  Remedial 
Order  directed  Wakefield  to  refund  immedi¬ 
ately  the  full  amount  of  the  overcharges  plus 
interest.  In  considering  the  request  for  stay, 
the  FEA  concluded  that  Wakefield  had  dem¬ 
onstrated  that  it  would  experience  an  ir¬ 
reparable  Injury  in  the  event  that  it  is  re¬ 
quired  to  make  Immediate  refunds  to  the 
purchasers  of  the  crude  oil  since  those  firms 
would  pass  on  the  refund.s  to  their  own  cus¬ 
tomers  and  Wakefield  could  experience  sub¬ 
stantial  difficulty  in  recovering  the  funds  in 
the  event  that  it  prevails  on  the  merits  of 
its  Appeal.  Furthermore  the  FEA  found  that 
Wakefield  had  raised  substantial  lasues  which 
must  bo  considered  in  making  a  determina¬ 
tion  on  the  merits  of  the  firm’s  Appeal.  Con¬ 
sequently,  the  FEA  determined  that  a  stay  of 
the  Remedial  Order  was  warranted,  on  the 
condition  that  Wakefield  place  the  full 
amount  of  the  disputed  funds  in  escrow 
pending  a  final  determination  of  its  Appeal. 

EDG,  Inc.,  Long  Beach,  Calif.;  FES-1083: 

Crude  Oil 

EDO,  Inc.  (EDO)  requested  a  stay  of  a 
Decision  and  Order  issued  to  the  firm  by 
the  FEA  on  November  5.  1976  The  Order 
which  wa.s  issued  directed  the  firm  to  pur¬ 
chase  additional  entitlements  at  a  total  value 
of  $1,029,340  during  the  period  November 
1976  through  October  1977  in  order  to  offset 
the  excessive  benefits  which  the  FEA  found 
the  firm  had  obtained  from  entitlement  ex¬ 
ception  relief  provided  to  it  during  1975.  In 
Its  Application  for  Stay,  EDO  a.sserted  that 
as  a  result  of  the  implementation  of  the 
November  5  Decision,  the  firm  will  experi¬ 
ence  an  Irreparable  Injury  unless  a  stay  is 
granted.  In  considering  EDO's  contention 
the  FEA  determined  that  EDO  had  failed  to 
present  any  evidence  to  demonstrate  that  it 
would  be  adversely  affected  to  a  serious  ex¬ 
tent  if  it  were  to  fulfill  its  entitlement  pur¬ 
chase  obligations  during  the  period  of  time 
necessary  for  a  final  determination  on  the 
firm's  present  Appeal.  Furthermore,  the  FEA 
determined  that  should  EDO  prevail  on  the 
merits  of  its  Appeal,  the  firm  would  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  sell  additional  entitlements  equal 
in  value  to  those  it  was  required  to  purchase. 
Finally,  the  FEA  rejected  EDO's  claim  that 
it  was  likely  to  succeed  on  the  merits  of  its 
Appeal,  concluding  that  the  firm  had  failed 
to  make  a  substantial  prima  facie  showing 
that  it  should  be  relieved  of  the  obligation 
to  purchase  entitlements  specified  in  the 
November  5  Order  merely  because  EDO  had 
sold  its  petroleum  refining  and  marketing 
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operations  In  1976  and  therefore  no  longer 
meets  the  criteria  for  classification  as  a  *‘re> 
finer”  under  the  Mandatory  Petroleum  Al¬ 
location  and  Price  Regulations.  Accordingly 
EDO's  Application  for  Stay  was  denied. 

Southwestern  Refining  Co.,  Inc.;  Salt  Lake 
City.  Utah;  FES-OOSl;  Crude  Oil 

Southwestern  Refining  Company,  Inc. 
(Southwestern)  requested  that  its  obliga¬ 
tions  under  10  CFR  211.67  (the  Old  Oil  En¬ 
titlements  Program)  be  stayed  for  the 
month  of  December  1976  pending  a  deter¬ 
mination  on  the  merits  of  an  Application 
for  Exception  which  Southwestern  had  filed. 
In  considering  the  Southwestern  request,  the 
FEA  found  that  the  financial  material  which 
the  firm  submitted  made  a  substantial  prima 
facie  showing  that  the  firm  did  not  possess 
the  financial  resources  which  would  Enable  it 
to  purchase  entitlements  during  December 
1976.  Accordingly,  the  FEA  concluded  that 
if  the  firm  were  required  to  purchase  entitle¬ 
ments  during  the  month  of  December  1976 
it  would  incur  an  Irreparable  injury.  The  FEA 
therefore  granted  the  request  for  stay. 

Union  Oil  Co.,  of  California;  Los  Angeles. 
Calif.,  FES~1079;  Motor  Gasoline 

The  Union  Oil  Company  of  California  re¬ 
quested  that  a  Decision  and  Order  which  the 
FEA  Office  of  Regulatory  Programs  Issued 
to  the  Oulf  Oil  Corporation  on  November  6, 
1976  be  stayed.  TThe  November  5  Order  ter¬ 
minated  Gulf's  obligation  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  10  CFR  211.9  to  maintain  supplier/ 
purchaser  relationships  with  its  base  period 
purchasers  of  motor  gasoline  in  Northern 
California.  Northern  Nevada,  Oregon,  and 
Washington  and  directed  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrators  of  FEA  Regions  IX  and  X  to 
assign  new  suppliers  by  January  1.  1977  to 
any  of  Gulf's  base  period  purchasers  who 
were  unable  to  locate  willing  suppliers  by 
December  1,  1976.  Union's  request  for  stay, 
if  granted,  would  result  in  an  Order  specify¬ 
ing  that  no  assignment  orders  shall  be  Issued 
to  Union  with  respect  to  the  motor  gasoline 
requirements  of  Gulf's  base  period  purchas¬ 
ers  until  the  Union  Appeal  is  decide.  In  con¬ 
sidering  Union's  request,  the  FEA  determined 
that  since  none  of  the  proposed  Assignment 
Orders  which  It  had  received  from  the  Re¬ 
gional  Offices  pursuant  to  the  November  5 
Order  had  actually  been  Issued  to  the  firm. 
Union's  claim  of  Irreparable  Injury  was  spec¬ 
ulative  at  the  present  time  and  therefore 
did  not  constitute  a  proper  basis  for  stay 
relief.  Moreover,  the  firm  had  neither  shown 
nor  claimed  that  its  ability  to  furnish  Its 
base  period  purchasers  with  their  allocated 
volumes  of  motor  gasoline  would  in  any  way 
be  impaired  if  the  proopsed  assignment  or¬ 
ders  were  actually  issued  to  the  firm.  Union 
had  also  failed  to  show  that  it  would  ex¬ 
perience  a  greater  hardship  In  the  absence 
of  a  stay  than  Gulf  would  incur  If  a  stay 
were  granted.  Finally,  Union  had  not  pro¬ 
vided  any  factual  or  legal  support  for  Its 
claim  that  the  November  5  Order  erred  in 
failing  to  assign  a  substantial  proportion  of 
Gulf's  base  period  obligations  to  the  Coastal 
States  Gas  Corporation,  th'e  Arm  which  as¬ 
sumed  control  of  Gulf's  refinery  In  Hercules. 
California  on  April  1,  1976.  In  view  of  those 
considerations,  the  FEA  determined  that 
Union  had  failed  to  satisfy  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  10  CFR  205.125(b)  for  evaluation 
of  requests  for  stay  and  therefore  concluded 
that  Union's  Application  for  Stay  should  be 
denied. 

Supple  MENTAi.  Oboeb 

Sun  Co..  Inc.;  Washington,  D.C.;  FEX-0107, 
Freedom  of  Information 

On  November  19,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
to  Sun  Company,  Inc.  (Sun)  In  which  the 


FEA  directed  that  seven  dociunents  or  por¬ 
tions  of  documents  previously  withheld 
from  Sun  by  the  FEA  Information  Access 
Officer  be  released  to  Sun.  In  order  to  avoid 
delay  In  the  proceeding,  the  FEA  also  re¬ 
served  decision  concerning  the  releasabillty 
of  one  of  the  documents  which  was  sought 
by  Sun.  In  the  present  Supplemental  Order 
the  FEA  noted  that  It  had  received  a  letter 
from  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  (CIA), 
which  stated  that  the  document  In  question 
contains  a  summary  of  another  document 
which  has  been  properly  designated  as  a 
classified  document.  On  the  basis  of  the 
CIA  determination  the  FEA  concluded  that 
the  document  which  Sun  requested  Is  ex¬ 
empt  from  mandatory  public  disclosure  un¬ 
der  Section  552(b)  (1)  of  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  and  was  properly  withheld. 

Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
following  a  statement  by  the  applicant  in¬ 
dicating  that  the  relief  requested  was  no 
longer  needed; 

Land  O'Lakes;  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa;  FEE-3396 

Osment’s  Gas  and  Oil;  Tulsa,  Okla.;  FEE- 
3285 

The  following  submission  was  dismissed 
on  the  grounds  that  alternative  regulatory 
procedures  existed  under  which  relief  might 
be  obtained; 

Petrolane,  Inc.;  Long  Beach,  Calif.;  FXA- 
1078 

Temporaxt  Stats 

The  following  Application  for  Temporary 
Stay  was  denied  on  the  grounds  that  the 
applicant  had  failed  to  make  a  compelling 
showing  that  temporary  stay  relief  was  nec¬ 
essary  to  prevent  an  Irreparable  Injury: 

Mobile  Oil  Corp.;  New  York.  N.Y.;  FST-0024 

The  following  Application  for  Temporary 
Stay  was  granted  on  the  grounds  that  the 
applicant  had  made  a  compelling  showing 
that  temporary  stay  relief  was  necessary  to 
prevent  an  irreparable  Injury: 

Tenneco  Oil  Co.;  Houston,  Tex.;  FST-0023 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these  Deci¬ 
sions  and  Orders  are  available  in  the 
Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Private  Grievances  and  Redress,  Room 
B-120.  2000  M  Street,  N.W..  Washington. 
D.C.  20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  1:00  pin.  and  5:00 
p.m.,  e.s.t..  except  Federal  holidays.  They 
are  also  available  in  Energy  Manage¬ 
ment:  Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  loose  leaf  re¬ 
porter  system. 

Eric  J.  Fygi, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

March  13.  1977. 

(FR  Doc  77-7855  Filed  3-14-77;2;03  pm) 


ISSUANCE  OF  DECISIONS  AND  ORDERS 
BY  OFFICE  OF  EXCEPTIONS  AND  AP¬ 
PEALS 

Week  of  January  3  Through  January  7, 
1977 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  January  3  through  January  7. 
1977,  the  Decisions  and  Orders  sum¬ 
marized  below  were  issued  with  r«pect 
to  Appeals  and  Applications  for  Excep¬ 
tion  or  other  relief  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Exceptions  and  Appeals  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration.  The  following 


summary  also  contains  a  list  of  submis¬ 
sions  which  were  dismissed  by  the  Office 
of  Exceptions  and  Appeals  and  the  basis 
for  the  dismissal. 

Appeals 

Boston  Gas  Co.;  Boston,  Mass.;  FEA-1044. 

Propane 

The  Boston  Gas  Company  (Boston  Gas) 
appealed  from  an  Interpretation  which  was 
Issued  to  it  by  the  General  Counsel  of  the 
FEA  on  October  19.  1976.  In  the  Interpreta¬ 
tion.  the  FEA  General  Counsel  held  that 
Boston  Gas  was  not  entitled  to  use  the  pro¬ 
pane  which  it  had  been  allocated  for  peak 
shaving  as  feed  stock  for  a  synthetic  natural 
gas  (SNG)  plant  which  the  firm  also  oper¬ 
ates.  The  Appeal,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
the  rescission  of  the  Interpretation  and  the 
Issuance  of  a  determination  that  Boston  Gas 
may  u.se  its  allocation  of  propane  in  its 
SNG  plant.  In  its  Appeal.  Boston  Gas  con¬ 
tended  that,  since  Its  SNG  plant  was  used 
exclusively  for  peak  shaving  purposes,  the 
FEA  Regulations  permit  the  firm  to  use  its 
allocation  of  propane  for  peak  shaving  pur¬ 
poses  as  a  feedstock  for  the  SNG  plant. 
Under  the  PEA  Allocation  Regulations,  how¬ 
ever,  the  use  of  propane  for  peak  shaving  is 
allocated  in  a  manner  separate  from  the  al¬ 
location  of  propane  to  SNG  plants.  Compare 
10  CFR  211.83(c)  (2)  (V)  and  10  CFR  21183 
(c)(2)(li).  See  also  10  CFR  211.29.  In  con¬ 
sidering  Boston  Gas'  Appeal,  the  FEA  noted 
that  if  Boston  Gas'  Interpretation  were  ac¬ 
cepted.  the  underlying  objectives  of  the 
FEA  Allocation  Regulations  would  be  frus¬ 
trated  since  any  firm  would  then  be  able  to 
receive  an  allocation  of  a  refined  petroleum 
product  under  more  than  one  use  category. 
The  FEA  found  that  an  important  element 
of  the  Mandatory  petroleum  Allocation  Pro¬ 
gram  was  based  on  the  premise  that  the 
various  end  uses  established  In  the  PEA  Reg¬ 
ulations  are  mutually  exclusive.  The  PEA 
therefore  held  that,  since  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel  had  correctly  characterized  the  Boston 
Gas  facility  as  an  SNG  plant,  the  firm's  use 
of  propane  in  the  plant  was  properly  clas¬ 
sified  under  the  provisions  of  Section  211  83 
(c)  (2)  which  related  to  SNG  plant  feedstock 
and  propane  allocations  under  other  regula¬ 
tory  provisions  would  not  be  transferred  into 
the  SNG  feedstock  cateeory.  On  the  basis  of 
these  conclusions,  the  FEA  denied  the  Boston 
Gas  Appeal. 

Kerr-McGee  Corp.  (Southwestern);  Corpus 

Christie.  Tex.;  FEA-I043;  Crude  Oil 

Kerr-McGee  Corporation  (Kerr-McGee) 
appealed  from  a  Decision  and  Order  denying 
an  Application  for  Exception  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  10  CFR  211.67(d)(4)  which  the 
firm  had  previously  submitted  to  the  PEA. 
Kerr-McGee  Corp.;  Southwestern  Refining 
Co.,  Inc.,  4  PEA  Par.  83,160  (October  22. 
1976).  The  Appeal,  if  granted,  would  have 
resulted  In  the  rescission  of  the  October  22 
Decision  and  the  issuance  of  an  Order  per¬ 
mitting  Kerr-McOee  to  calculate  Its  entitle¬ 
ments  obligations  pursuant  to  Section  211.67 
(the  Old  Oil  Entitlements  Program)  by  in¬ 
cluding  In  the  crude  oil  runs  to  stills  of  Its 
wholly-owned  subsidiary.  Southwestern  Re¬ 
fining  Co..  Inc.  (Southwestern),  the  entire 
volume  of  crude  oil  which  was  used  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  residual  fuel  oil  that  Southw^tern 
sold  In  the  "East  Coast  Market.”  In  its  Ap¬ 
peal.  Kerr-McGee  asserted  that  the  October 
22  Decision  and  Order  was  arbitrary  and  ca¬ 
pricious  because  the  FEA  did  not  properly 
consider  the  arguments  presented  by  the 
firm  In  its  exception  application.  Kerr-McOee 
further  contended  that  as  a  result  of  Sec¬ 
tion  211.67(d)(4)  Its  Southwestern  subsidi¬ 
ary  has  been  placed  at  a  competitive  disad- 
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vantage  with  respect  to  other  firms  which 
sell  residual  fuel  oil  In  the  East  Coast  Mar¬ 
ket.  Kerr-McGee  also  contended  in  Its  Appeal 
that  the  provisions  Of  Section  211.67(d)(4) 
create  an  incentive  for  the  firm  to  reduce  the 
production  of  residual  fuel  oil  for  sale  Into 
the  East  Coast  market  and  that  such  a  re¬ 
sult  is  contrary  to  the  intent  of  the  FEA 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Allocation  Regula¬ 
tions.  Finally.  Kerr-McGee  claimed  that  the 
net  profit  of  its  Southwestern  subsidiary  will 
be  substantially  reduced  as  a  result  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  provisions  of  Section  211.67 
(d)  (A) .  In  considering  the  firm’s  contentions, 
the  FEA  concluded  that  the  prior  determina¬ 
tion  was  correct,  and  that  Kerr-McGee  had 
again  failed  to  demonstrate  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67(d)  (4) 
to  Kerr-McGee’s  Southwestern  subsidiary  re¬ 
sults  In  a  gross  Inequity.  The  FEA  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  material  presented  by  Kerr- 
McGee  in  this  proceeding  did  not  accurately 
represent  the  true  costs  incurred  by  the 
firm  in  the  production  of  residual  fuel  oil 
and  therefore  failed  to  demonstrate  that  its 
Southwestern  subsidiary  Is  placed  at  a  com¬ 
petitive  disadvantage  as  a  result  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  211.67(d)(4).  The  FEA 
further  determined  that  Kerr-McGee 's 
Southwestern  subsidiary  is  not  dispropor¬ 
tionately  affected  by  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  211.67(d)(4)  as  compared  to  other 
similarly  situated  refiners.  Finally,  the  FEA 
found  that  the  reduction  in  revenues  which 
Kerr-McGee  forecasted  as  a  result  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  10  CFR  211.67(d)(4)  Is  not  sig¬ 
nificant  when  compared  to  the  overall  profit¬ 
ability  of  the  firm’s  petroleum  refining  and 
marketing  operations.  Since  Kerr-McGee  had 
failed  to  demonstrate  that  the  conclusions 
reached  by  the  FEA  In  the  October  22,  1976 
Decision  and  Order  were  erroneous  in  fact 
or  law  or  were  arbitrary  or  capricious,  the 
•firm’s  Appeal  was  denied. 

Lee  Brooks  Oil,  Inc.:  Wichita,  Kans.;  FRA- 
1104,  FES-1104:  CruiSc  Oil 

Lee  Brooks  OH.  Inc.  (Lee  Brooks)  appealed 
from  a  Remedial  Order  which  had  been 
issued  to  It  by  the  Director  of  Compliance 
of  FEA  Region  VII.  In  the  Remedial  Order. 
Lee  Brooks  was  ordered  to  make  refunds  to 
the  Koch  Oil  Company  (Koch)  of  $55,894.41 
plus  interest,  based  upon  a  determination 
that  the  firm  sold  crude  oil  to  Koch  at  prices 
which  exceeded  the  ceUlng  prices  specified 
in  6  CFR  150.354  and  10  CFR  212.73  over  an 
extended  period  of  time.  In  considering  the 
Appeal,  the  FEA  determined  that  Lee  Brooks 
had  made  no  claim  In  Its  submission  that 
the  Remedial  Order  was  erroneous  In  fact  or 
In  law.  or  that  It  was  arbitrary  or  capricious, 
nor  had  the  firm  presented  factual  or  legal 
arguments  of  any  kind  In  supi>ort  of  Its 
Appeal.  The  FEA  further  determined  that 
the  Lee  Brooks  Appeal  had  not  been  filed  In 
a  timely  manner.  The  Appeal  was  therefore 
summarily  denied  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  205  106(b)  (1 )  (1)  and 
10  CFR  205.106(b)  (1)  (11),  and  the  firm’s 
Application  for  Stay  of  the  Remedial  Order 
was  dismissed. 

Marathon  Oil  Co.;  Findley,  Ohio;  FEA-09SS; 
motor  gasoline 

The  Marathon  Oil  Company  (Marathon) 
appealed  from  a  Decision  and  Order  issued 
to  BeuKema’s  Petroleum  Company  (Beu- 
kema)  on  August  6,  1976.  Beukema's  Petro¬ 
leum  Company,  4  FEA  Par.  83.032  (August  8, 
1976).  In  the  August  6  determination,  the 
FEA  granted  Beukema  an  exception  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  211.9  and  directed,  the 
Regional  Administrator  of  FEA  Region  V  to 
assign  the  firm  a  new  supplier  of  motor 
gasoline  to  replace  its  base  period  supplier, 
the  Admiral  Petroleum  Company  (AdnUral). 


Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  August  6 
Order,  FEA  Region  V  assigned  Marathon  as 
Buekema’s  new  supplier.  Marathon’s  Appeal, 
if  granted,  would  result  In  the  rescission 
of  the  August  6  Order  and  would  relieve 
Marathon  of  Its  assigned'  obligation  to  sup¬ 
ply  Beukema.  In  Its  Appeal,  Marathon  con¬ 
tends  that  the  August  6  Decision  and  Order 
Is  erroneous  in  fact  and  law  because  It 
Is  based  upon  an  erroneous  finding  that 
Admiral  had  defrauded  Beukema.  In  con¬ 
sidering  the  Marathon  Appeal,  the  FEA 
noted  that  the  Beukema  Decision  differed 
from  a  previous  decision,  George  P.  Rios, 
4  FEA  Par.  83.008  (July  15,  1976),  In  which 
exception  relief  was  approved  upon  a  sub¬ 
stantial,  uncontradicted  showing  of  fraud. 
In  contrast,  the  PEA  found  in  the  Beukema 
case  that  the  general  issue  of  fraud  and 
certain  factual  assertions  material  to  that 
Issue  were  contested.  Nevertheless,  the 
FEA  found  that  compelling  and  uncontested 
evidence  had  been  presented  in  that  proceed¬ 
ing  which  demonstrated  that  the  relation¬ 
ship  between  Beukema  and  Admiral  had 
seriously  deteriorated  since  the  base  period; 
moreover,  Beukema  had  shown  that  It  had 
not  purchased  any  petroleum  products  from 
Admiral  since  1974  and  that  the  firm  could 
not  even  obtain  a  price  quotation  for  motor 
gasoline  from  Admiral.  The  FEA  also  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  controversy  which  exists 
between  Beukema  and  Admiral  encompasses 
causes  of  action  against  Admiral,  Marathon, 
and  ReLster  based  on  allegations  of  con¬ 
spiracy  In  restraint  of  trade  and  price 
dtscrlmlnatlon,  allegations  that  payments 
made  by  Admiral  to  Relster  were  commis¬ 
sions  in  violation  of  the  Clayton  Act,  and 
allegations  of  fraud  and  conspiracy  under 
state  law.  Based  upon  these  circumstances, 
the  FEA  properly  concluded  that  the  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  base  period  relationship 
between  Beukema  and  Admiral  constituted 
a  substantial  and  disproportionate  burden 
upon  Beukema  which  warranted  exception 
relief.  Marathon’s  Appeal  was  therefore 
denied. 

National  Marine  Engineers’  Beneficial  Asso¬ 
ciation;  Washington,  D.C.;  FFA-1069; 
Freedom  of  Information 

The  National  Marine  Engineers'  Beneficial 
Association  (MEBA)  appealed  from  a  partial 
denial  by  the  FEA  Information  Access  Offi¬ 
cer  of  a  Request  for  Information  which  It 
had  submitted  under  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  (the  Act).  In  Its  Initial  re¬ 
quest,  MEBA  had  sought  cost  and  environ¬ 
mental  information  concerning  the  Early 
Storage  Reserve  Program  which  had  been 
authorized  by  Congress  In  the  Energy  Policy 
and  Conservation  Act  of  1975.  The  FEA  In¬ 
formation  Access  Officer  released  copies  of 
eleven  documents  pertaining  to  MEBA’s  re¬ 
quest  after  deleting  portions  of  four  of  the 
released  documents.  'ITie  portions  of  the  four 
documents  which  were  withheld  from  dis¬ 
closure  contained  estimates  of  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  and  construction  costs  associated  with 
particular  proposed  storage  projects.  These 
estimates  had  been  prepared  by  outside  con¬ 
sultants  of  the  Government.  In  the  Decision 
which  he  issued,  the  Information  Access 
Officer  found  that  these  cost  estimates  were 
exempt,  from  public  disclosure  under  the 
provisions  of  the  exemption  contained  In  the 
Act  for  Inter-agency  and  Intra-agency  mem¬ 
oranda.  5  U.S.C.  552(b)(5).  In  considering 
the  MEBA  Appeal,  the  FEA  initially  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  fifth  exemption  of  the  Act 
may  properly  be  iq>plled  to  documentary 
material  which  has  been  prepared  for  the 
FEA  by  persona  who  are  not  full-time  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  agency.  ’The  FEA  also  found 
that  If  these  cost  estimates  were  released, 
the  FEA's  flexibility  in  negotiating  construc¬ 
tion  and  operating  contracts  for  particular 


storage  projects  which  are  anticipated  as 
part  of  the  Early  Storage  Reserve  Program 
would  be  seriously  undermined.  In  addition, 
the  FEA  determined  that  these  cost  esti¬ 
mates  prepared  by  outside  consultants  are 
an  important  factor  In  the  deliberative  proc¬ 
ess  by  which  the  FEA’s  decisions  and  policies 
regarding  the  Early  Storage  Reserve  Pro¬ 
gram  are  being  formulated.  The  FEA  there¬ 
fore  concluded  that  the  release  to  the  public 
of  these  cost  estimates  at  this  time  would 
seriously  and  adversely  affect  the  quality  of 
the  FEA’s  decision-making  process  concern¬ 
ing  the  Early  Storage  Reserve  Program  and 
that  the  Information  Access  Officer  was  cor¬ 
rect  in  withholding  the  Information  at  Issue 
under  the  provisions  of  the  fifth  exemption 
of  the  Act.  The  MEBA  Appeal  was  therefore 
denied. 

Pike  Cat  Wash,  Inc.;  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  FEA- 
lOlS,  FSG-0030;  Motor  Gasoline 

Pike  C^ar  Wash,  Inc.  (Pike)  appealed  from 
a  Decision  and  Order  which  had  been  issued 
to  It  by  the  FEA  on  October  1,  1976.  Pike  Car 
Wash,  Inc.,  4  FEA  Par.  83,131  (October  1, 
1976).  In  that  determination,  the  FEA  de¬ 
nied  an  Application  for  Exception  which  the 
firm  had  submitted  from  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  211.9.  Pike  also  submitted  a  Petition 
for  Special  Redress  requesting  the  same  type 
of  relief  which  it  had  previously  sought  In 
its  exception  request.  Pike’s  Appeal  and  Pe¬ 
tition  for  Special  Redress,  If  granted,  would 
result  in  the  Issuance  of  orders  by  the  PEA 
assigning  the  Sun  Oil  Company  (Sunoco) 
as  Pike’s  assigned  supplier  of  motor  gasoline 
to  replace  its  base  period  supplier,  the  Getty 
OH  Company  (Getty).  Since  the  Petition  for 
Special  Redress  was  based  upon  the  same  fac¬ 
tual  background  as  the  firm’s  Appeal,  the 
two  submissions  were  consolidated  for  deci¬ 
sion  In  this  single  procedlng.  In  considering 
Pike’s  Appeal,  the  FEA  found  that  Pike  was 
permitted  by  the  FTIA  Regulations  to  pur¬ 
chase  surplus  prodiict  from  other  suppliers 
of  motor  gasoline  and  that  Pike  was  pres¬ 
ently  purchasing  its  motor  gasoline  supplies 
from  Sunoco.  The  FEA  concluded  that  since 
Pike  was  currently  able  to  purchase  Its  mo¬ 
tor  gasoline  needs  from  the  supplier  to  which 
it  wished  to  be  assigned,  the  firm  was  not 
incurring  a  serious  hardship  or  a  gross  In¬ 
equity  as  a  result  of  the  FEA  supplier /pur¬ 
chaser  regulations.  The  FEA  further  noted 
that  In  the  event  Pike  experiences  a  serious 
hardship  or  a  gross  Inequity  at  some  future 
time  as  a  result  of  the  requirement  that  It 
maintain  Its  base  period  relationship  with 
Getty,  Pike  could  certainly  reapply  for  ex¬ 
ception  relief  on  the  basis  of  Its  new  factual 
situation.  Pike’s  Appeal  was  therefOTe  de¬ 
nied.  In  considering  Pike's  Petition  for  Spe¬ 
cial  Redress,  the  FEA  found  that  Pike’s  Pe¬ 
tition  did  not  present  any  new  Issues  which 
had  not  been  considered  In  the  prior  excep¬ 
tion  proceeding.  Since  Pike  had  already  re¬ 
ceived  the  benefit  of  a  full  and  comprehen¬ 
sive  consideration  of  its  request  for  a  change 
of  Its  based  period  supplier  through  the  ex¬ 
ceptions  process  and  In  the  present  Appeal. 
Its  Petition  for  Special  Redress  was  found 
to  be  unsupported  and  it  was  also  denied. 

Placid  Refining  Co.;  Port  Allen,  La.;  FEA- 
0893,  FEE-2756;  Crude  Oil 

The  Placid  Refining  Company  (Placid) 
filed  an  Appeal  from  an  Order  which  was 
Issued  to  the  firm  by  the  Office  of  Regulatory 
Programs  of  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion  on  June  8.  1976.  In  the  June  8  Order 
the  FEA  reclassified  Placid  s  Port  Allen  re¬ 
finery  as  "future  refining  capacity"  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  10  CFR  211.65  (the  Crude  OH  Buy/ 
Sell  Program) .  The  Appeal.  If  granted,  would 
reinstate  a  prkH-  determination  that  Placid’s 
refinery  should  instead  be  classified  as  "new 
refining  capacity"  for  purposes  of  10  CFR 
211.65.  Placid  also  filed  an  Application  for 
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Exception  from  tb*  prorlslooa  of  10  CF& 
211.65  in  wbloh  It  sou^t  tbo  aamo  reUef  re¬ 
quested  in  the  Appeal.  Since  these  submis¬ 
sions  involred  similar  factual  matters  and 
requested  an  Identical  result,  they  were  con¬ 
solidated  for  resolution  in  a  single  proceed¬ 
ing.  In  Its  Appeal,  Placid  contended  that  the 
June  8  Order  was  based  on  an  erroneous  in¬ 
terpretation  of  Rilling  1976-1.  Placid  alao 
alleged  that  the  Ruling  was  proceduraUy  de¬ 
fective,  arbitrary  and  capricious,  and  resulted 
In  the  conllscaUon  of  private  property.  The 
FEIA  found  that  Placid’s  contentions  on 
Appeal  were  without  merit.  The  FEA  deter¬ 
mined  that  Placid’s  acquisition  of  the  Port 
Allen  refinery,  the  event  which  led  to  the 
Initial  change  In  the  facility’s  classification 
from  “new  refining  capacity"  to  “future  re¬ 
fining  capacity",  sms  precisely  the  type  of 
transaction  addressed  In  the  Ruling,  and 
therefore  the  June  8  Order  was  properly 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Ruling.  The  PTBA  also 
found  that  the  Ruling  had  been  issued  In 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  and  was  there¬ 
fore  valid  from  a  procedural  standpoint.  With 
respect  to  Placid’s  contention  that  the  Ruling 
is  arbitrary  and  capricious,  the  FEA  noted 
that  the  Ruling  was  issued  to  clarify  an 
ambiguity  which  existed  In  the  FEA  Regula¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  the  status  of  a  refinery 
under  the  Buy /Sell  Program  when  that  re¬ 
finery  is  transferred  to  another  firm.  As  the 
Ruling  Indicates,  the  PEA  Regulations  Imple¬ 
menting  the  Crude  Oil  Allocation  Program 
were  expressly  designed  to  promote  the  con¬ 
struction  of  new  and  expanded  domestic 
refining  capacity.  Since  this  goal  would  not 
be  advanced  through  the  mere  transfer  of  an 
existing  operating  refinery  from  cme  firm  to 
another,  the  Ruling  properly  concluded  that 
the  benefits  associated  with  the  "new  re¬ 
fining  capacity”  classification  should  not  be 
transferred  when  a  firm  acquires  an  existing 
refinery.  Accordingly,  the  Placid  Appeal  was 
denied.  However,  ^e  contentions  which 
Placid  raised  In  Its  exception  application 
were  sustained.  In  considering  that  request, 
the  FEA  determined  that  It  was  reasonable 
for  Placid  to  assume  In  1974,  at  the  time  It 
purchased  the  Port  Allen  refinery,  that  It 
would  receive  the  full  crude  oil  allocation 
rights  of  its  predecessor-ln-lnterest.  Hie  FEA 
also  found  that  the  reduction  In  Placid’s 
crude  oil  supplies  which  resulted  from  the 
FEA’s  reclassification  on  June  8,  1976  of 
Placid’s  refinery  pursuant  to  Ruling  1976-1 
would  cause  severe  disruptions  In  the  firm’s 
operations.  In  particular.  Placid’s  ability  to 
obtain  additional  quantities  of  foreign  crude 
oil  to  supplement  Its  supply  of  domestic 
crude  oil  was  severely  limited.  In  view  of 
these  considerations,  the  FEA  concluded  that 
the  Placid  operations  at  the  Port  Allen  re¬ 
finery  would  be  significantly  impaired  as  a 
result  of  the  reclassification  of  the  facility 
as  “future  refining  capacity."  The  FEA  there¬ 
fore  found  that  a  gross  Inequity  existed  and 
granted  exception  relief  which  established 
Placid’s  refinery  as  “new  refining  capacity" 
for  purposes  of  calculating  crude  oil  alloca¬ 
tions  under  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.65. 

Sun  Oil  Co.;  DalUu,  Tex.;  FSA~10i0,  FKA- 

1021,  FKA-1022,  FKA-1023,  FEA-1024; 

Natural  Gaa  Liquids 

’The  Sun  Oil  Company  (Sun)  appealed 
from  two  Decisions  and  Orders  which  were 
Issued  to  It  by  the  FEA  on  September  29,  and 
30,  1976,  Sun  Oil  Co.,  4  FEA  Par.  83,156 
(September  29.  1976);  Sun  Oil  Co.,  4  FEA 
Par.  83,135  (September  30,  1976).  Thoae 
Orders  extended  the  exception  relief  which 
the  FEA  had  previously  approved  for  Sim’s 
Carney,  Heyser,  liaurlce  and  Belle*  Isle 
natural  gas  processing  plants,  but  denied  a 
similar  request  for  an  extension  of  the  ex¬ 


ception  relief  which  had  been  previously  »p- 
proved  for  Sun’s  Waklta  plant.  ’The  Appeals, 
If  granted,  would  result  In  the  retroactive 
approval  of  the  full  amount  of  exception  re¬ 
lief  which  Sun  Initially  requested  for  each 
of  the  five  gas  plants  refaired  to  above.  In 
considering  the  Appeals,  the  FEA  found  that 
each  of  the  Sun  Plants  produces  only  natural 
gas  liquids  rather  than  separate  constituent 
natural  gas  liquid  products.  However,  In  the 
September  29  and  30,  1976  Orders,  the  FEA 
reduced  the  per  unit  non-product  cost  In¬ 
creases  which  It  calculated  for  those  plants 
by  the  5.006  per  gallon  passthrough  stipu¬ 
lated  In  Section  212.166  for  natural  gas 
liquid  products,  rather  than  the  5  00375  per 
gallon  adjustment  specified  for  natural  gas 
liquids.  Since  Sun’s  previous  submissions 
had  specifically  requested  the  FEA  to  com¬ 
pute  the  amount  of  exception  relief  for  the 
five  plants  by  taking  into  account  the  5.00376 
passthrough  permitted  by  Section  212.166  for 
natural  gas  liquids,  the  FEA  concluded  that 
its  failure  to  do  so  In  the  September  29  and 
30  Orders  was  erroneous.  Sun’s  Appeals  were 
accordingly  granted  and  additional  excep¬ 
tion  relief  was  approved  for  each  of  the  five 
natural  gas  processing  plants. 

Tesoro  Petroleum  Corp.;  San  Antonio,  Tex.; 

FtA-09ie;  Crude  Oil 

Tesoro  Petroleum  Corporation  (Tesoro) 
appealed  from  the  Entitlements  Notice 
which  the  FEA  published  on  June  29,  1976. 
41  Fed.  Reg.  26838  (June  23,  1976).  The  Ap¬ 
peal,  If  granted,  would  have  permitted  Tesoro 
to  sell  entitlements  valued  at  51,243,043  In 
order  to  recover  the  revenues  which  It  ex¬ 
pended  In  June  1976  to  purchase  168,222 
entitlements.  ’The  Tesoro  entitlement  obli¬ 
gation  as  stated  In  the  June  29,  1976  Entitle¬ 
ment  list  refiected  adjustments  which  the 
FEA  Office  of  Regulatory  Programs  made  In 
ordM’  to  take  Into  account  an  amended 
entitlement  report  which  the  firm  filed  on 
June  4,  1976.  That  amended  report  related 
to  crude  oil  runs  of  the  Tesoro  operation 
during  the  period  October  1976  through 
March  1976.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the 
FEA  observed  that,  as  a  result  of  the  adjust¬ 
ments  which  Tesoro  reported  on  June  4, 1976, 
the  firm  was  required  by  the  Office  of  Regu¬ 
latory  Programs  to  purchase  additional  en¬ 
titlements  In  June  with  respect  to  Its  rsoelpts 
of  crude  oil  during  the  months  of  October 
1975  through  March  1976.  However,  during 
that  period  of  time,  Tesoro  had  been  par¬ 
tially  exempt  from  entitlement  purchase 
obligations  under  Section  403(a)  of  the  En¬ 
ergy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  (EPCA) 
and  Section  3  of  Special  Rule  No.  6.  In 
accordance  with  prior  Decisions  Involving 
similar  situations,  the  FEA  concluded  that 
the  partial  exemption  of  Tesoro’s  crude  oil 
receipts  during  the  period  Ck^tober  1975 
through  March  1976  continued  to  apply  to 
Tesoro  even  though  It  filed  reports  after  that 
period  to  correct  the  record  as  to  Its  actual 
receipts  during  the  period  In  which  the  small 
refiner  exemptoh  was  effective.  ’The  firm’s 
Appeal  was  therefore  granted  and  Tesoro 
was  permitted  to  sell  additional  entitle¬ 
ments  In  January  1977  which  were  equal  In 
value  to  the  mtltlements  which  the  firm 
had  Improperly  been  required  to  purchase  In 
June  1976. 

Varfbus  Corp.;  Beaumont,  Tex.;  FEA-1058; 

No.  2  Fuel  QU 

Varibus  Cc»i>oratlon  (Varlbus)  appealed 
from  a  Decision  and  Order  In  which  the 
FEA  had  denied  an  Application  for  Excep¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  312.93 
which  the  firm  had  previously  submitted. 
Varlbus  Corporation.  4  FEA  Par.  83,163 
(October  29,  1976).  The  Appeal,  U  granted, 
would  have  retroactively  rtfleved  Varlbus  of 
the  requirement  that  the  prices  of  the  No.  3 


fuel  oil  which  It  sold  to  unaffiliated  com¬ 
panies  in  October  1973  be  established  In 
accordance  with  the  maximum  permissible 
price  levels  specified  in  10  CFR  212.93.  In 
considering  the  Appeal,  the  FEA  concluded 
that  the  amount  of  the  Interest  charges 
which  Varlbus  has  been  directed  to  pay  to 
the  customers  which  It  had  overcharged 
had  pn^rly  been  excluded  In  determining 
whether  the  firm  was  entitled  to  retroactive 
exception  relief  during  the  month  of  Octo¬ 
ber  1973.  ’The  FEA  found  that  the  Interest 
payment  did  not  constitute  a  refund  of 
monies  which  a'ere  paid  to  Varlbus  for  the 
No.  2  fuel  oil  purchased,  but  was  Instead 
Intended  to  compensate  the  purchasers  for 
their  loss  of  the  use  of  those  funds  over  an 
extended  period  of  time.  The  FEA  further 
determined  that  the  Interest  payment  was 
effectively  offset  by  the  value  to  Varibus  of 
having  the  use  of  those  funds  since  the  date 
on  which  the  overcharges  were  Imposed.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  FEA  concluded  that  the 
analysis  of  whether  Varlbus  would  Incur  an 
Irreparable  Injury  by  the  application  of  the 
FEA  Price  Regulations  to  Its  October  1973 
sales  of  No.  3  fuel  oil  to  unaffiliated  pur¬ 
chasers  should  be  based  only  on  the  effects 
upon  Varlbus  of  the  refund  requirement 
Itself.  ’The  FEA  also  found  that  Varlbus  was 
a  reseller  of  No.  2  fuel  oU  In  October  1973 
and  that  the  firm  was  therefore  subject  to 
the  FEA  regulatm-y  program  at  that  time 
with  respect  to  Its  sales  of  No.  2  fuel  oil  to 
unaffiliated  customers.  The  Varlbus  Appeal 
was  therefore  denied. 

RcqincsTs  For  Exception 

Arisona  Fuels  Corp.;  Salt  Lake  City  Utah; 

FEE-3388;  Crude  Oil. 

Arizona  Fuels  Corporation  (Arizona)  filed 
an  Application  for  Exception  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  10  CFR  211.67  (the  Old  OU  EntlUe- 
ments  Program)  which.  If  granted,  would  re¬ 
sult  la  an  extension  of  the  exception  relief 
which  the  FEA  granted  to  the  firm  on  July 
16,  1976.  Arizona  Fuels  Corporation.  4  FEA 
Par.  83,002  (July  16,  1976) .  In  support  of  Its 
exception  request,  Arizona  submitted  pro¬ 
jected  financial  statements  for  Its  current 
fiscal  year  ending  October  31,  1977,  and  pro¬ 
jected  monthly  crude  oU  runs  to  stills  and 
receipts  of  old,  new  and  Imported  crude  oil 
for  Its  current  fiscal  year.  Is  considering  Ari¬ 
zona’s  exception  request,  the  FEA  determined 
that  in  the  absence  of  exception  relief  the 
firm  would  be  required  to  purchase  entitle¬ 
ments  at  a  substantial  cost  commencing  with 
the  month  of  January  1977.  As  a  result  of  the 
projected  entitlements  cost  which  Arizona 
would  Incur  during  Its  current  fiscal  year,  the 
firm’s  profit  margin  and  return  on  Invested 
capital  would  be  below  historic  levels.  Under 
the  criteria  set  forth  In  Beacon  OU  Company 
3  FEA  Par.  83,309  (June  8,  1976)  and  Delta 
Refining  Company,  3  FEA  Par.  83,376  (Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975),  the  FEA  concluded  that 
exception  relief  was  therefore  warranted.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  FEA  granted  Arizona  exception 
relief  reducing  by  5141,400  per  month  the 
firm's  obligation  to  purchase  entitlements 
during  the  six  month  period  January 
through  June  1977  to  account  lor  Its  crude 
oU  runs  to  stills  and  deemed  old  oil  receipts 
during  the  period  November  1976  through 
AprU  1977.  However,  the  FEA  noted  In  the 
Decision  that  the  relief  approved  to  Arizona 
would  be  reevaluated  If  the  firm  requested 
an  extension  of  exception  relief  beyond 
January  1977  and  that  a  further  evaluation 
would  be  conducted  at  the  conclusion  of  the- 
firm’s  current  fiscal  year.  The  Decision  fur¬ 
ther  noted  that  an  adjustment  wUl  be  made 
and  Arizona  wUl  be  required  to  either  pur¬ 
chase  or  sell  additional  entitlements  If  the 
FEA  determines  that  the  firm  received  ex¬ 
cessive  or  insufficient  benefits  In  the  past 
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because  of  a  discrepancy  between  the  flnan* 
clal  projections  It  submitted  and  the  actual 
financial  results  wblcb  It  achieves. 

Dasher-Harris  Gas  Co.;  Valdosta,  Ga.;  FXE- 
3475;  Propane. 

On  June  29,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  granted  the  Dasher-Harris  Gas 
Company  (Dasher-Harris)  an  exception  from 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  211,  of  the 
FEA  Regulations  on  the  basis  of  a  finding 
that  the  firm  would  incur  a  serious  financial 
hardship  If  It  were  required  to  maintain  Its 
base  period  supplier/purcbaser  relationship. 
Dasher-Harris  Gas  Company,  4  PEA  Par 
83,253  (June  29,  1976).  On  October  15,  1976, 
the  PEA  extended  the  exception  relief  which 
had  been  previously  granted  to  the  firm. 
Dasher-Harris  Gas  Company,  4  PEA  Par. 
87,020  (October  15, 1976) .  The  October  15  Or¬ 
der  directed  the  Regional  Administrator  of 
PEA  Region  IV  to  assign  to  Dasher-Harris  far 
the  months  of  October,  Novermber  and  De¬ 
cember  1976,  a  new  supplier  <h*  suppliers  for 
67.09  percent  of  the  firm’s  adjusted  base  pe¬ 
riod  volume  of  propane.  The  Order  specified 
that,  to  the  maximum  extent  possible,  the 
new  suppller(s)  should  be  firms  whose  whole¬ 
sale  price  for  propane  was  within  the  range  of 
prices  paid  for  that  product  by  major  mar¬ 
keters  in  the  Dasher-Harris  marketing  area. 
The  present  submission  involved  Dasher- 
Harris’  request  for  a  further  extension  of 
exception  relief.  Based  upon  data  which 
Dasher-Harris  submitted  to  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  and  the  recommendation  of  the 
Regional  Administrator,  the  PEA  determined 
that  the  price  which  the  Wanda  Petroleum 
Company,  Dasher-Harris’  base  period  sup¬ 
plier,  Is  presently  charging  Dasher-Harris  for 
prc^ne  is  not  significantly  higher  than 
prices  paid  for  that  product  by  other  market¬ 
ers  in  the  firm’s  market  area.  The  Regional 
Administrator  further  concluded  that 
Dasher-Harris’  present  financial  difficulties 
were  largely  attributable  to  management  de¬ 
cisions  and  not  to  the  FEA  Regulations.  On 
the  basis  of  these  findings,  the  FEA  con¬ 
cluded  that  any  present  financial  difficulties 
which  Dasher-Harris  may  continue  to  experi¬ 
ence  do  not  directly  result  from  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  PEA  regulatory  requirements.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Da.sher-Harris  request  for  ex¬ 
tension  of  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Mid-Michigan  Truck  Service,  Inc.;  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.;  FXE-3371;  Motor  Gasoline 

On  October  6,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  issued  a  Supplemental  Order  to 
Mid -Michigan  Truck  Service,  Inc.  (Mid- 
Michigan)  in  which  it  approved  an  extension 
of  the  exception  relief  which  had  been  pre¬ 
viously  granted  the  firm  on  May  20,  1976. 
Mid-Michigan  Truck  Service,  Inc.,  4  PEA  Par. 
87,016  (October  6,  1976),  and  3  PEA  Par. 
83,197  (May  20,  19*76).  As  a  result  of  the  Oc¬ 
tober  6  determination,  during  the  period  Oc¬ 
tober  through  December  1976,  the  Gulf  Oil 
Corporation  was  ordered  to  supply  Mid- 
Michigan  with  its  base  period  use  of  petro¬ 
leum  products  directly  rather  than  through 
a  substitute  supplier.  The  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  PEA  Region  V  was  also  directed  to 
make  a  further  determination  for  any  month 
subsequent  to  December  as  to  whether  Mid- 
Michigan  was  continuing  or  would  continue 
to  experience  a  serious  hardship  unless  It  re¬ 
ceived  additional  relief  and  to  make  a  recom¬ 
mendation  to  the  PEA  Office  of  Exceptions 
and  Appeals  as  to  whether  exception  relief 
should  be  extended.  Based  on  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Mid-Michigan  In  its  present  ap¬ 
plication  for  extension  of  exception  relief  and 
the  recommendation  of  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator,  the  PEA  determined  that  Mid-Michi¬ 
gan  would  continue  to  experience  a  serious 
hardship  in  the  absence  of  exception  relief, 
and  exception  relief  was  therefore  approved 
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for  the  period  January  1,  1977  through  June 
80,  1977. 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.;  Bartlesville,  Okla.; 

FEE-307S;  Natural  Gas  Liquids 

The  Phillips  Petroleum  Company  (Phil¬ 
lips)  filed  an  Application  for  Exception  from 
the  provisions  of  10  CVR  212.83  which.  If 
granted,  would  permit  Phillips  to  exclude 
from  Its  calculation  of  increased  product 
costs,  as  specified  In  Section  212.83(c),  the 
cost  of  the  butanes  and  natural  gasoline 
which  it  purchased  from  the  Getty  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  (Getty).  The  Phillips  application  would 
also  permit  the  firm  to  exclude  from  its  cal¬ 
culation  of  cost  recovery  the  revenues  which 
it  received  from  the  sale  of  those  same  bu¬ 
tanes  and  natural  gasoline  to  the  Lion  Oil 
Company  (Lion).  In  Its  submission,  Phillips 
stated  that  it  had  entered  into  a  contractual 
arrangement  with  Lion  under  which  Phillips 
agreed  to  sell  to  Lion  the  butanes  and  nat¬ 
ural  gasoline  which  It  purchased  from  Getty 
at  price  levels  which  were  substantially  below 
Phillips’  nationwide  fudce  levels  for  those 
products.  Phillips  maintained  that  as  a  result 
of  the  large  discrepancy  between  its  sell¬ 
ing  prices  to  Lion  and  its  overall  nationwide 
selling  prices,  the  application  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  212.83(h),  the  Equal  Application 
rule,  results  in  an  Inordinate  reduction  in 
the  bank  of  product  cost  increases  which 
Phillips  is  eligible  to  recover  at  a  later  date. 
See  10  CFR  211.83(c).  In  considering  the  ap¬ 
plication,  the  FEA  determined  that  Phillips 
had  presented  no  evidence  that  it  was  af¬ 
fected  in  an  unusual  or  disproportionate 
manner  by  the  provisions  of  Section  212.83. 
Furthermore,  the  FEA  found  that  Phillips 
had  entered’  into  the  contractual  arrange¬ 
ment  with  Lion  voluntarily  and  with  full 
knowledge  of  tJie  applicable  regulations.  The 
FEA  therefore  determined  that  any  difficul¬ 
ties  which  Phillips  might  be  experiencing 
were  a  direct  result  of  the  firm’s  discretionary 
business  decision.  Finally,  the  FEA  noted  Uiat 
Phillips  had  not  even  contended  that  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  provisions  of  Section  212.83 
to  its  transactions  with  Lion  so  adversely  af¬ 
fected  the  firm  as  to  impede  its  operations. 
In  view  of  these  findings,  the  FEA  determined 
that  Phillips  had  failed  to  establish  that  the 
application  of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
212.83  to  its  sales  of  butane  and  natural 
gasoline  to  Lion  affected  it  in  a  grossly  in¬ 
equitable  manner.  The  firm’s  request  for  ex¬ 
ception  relief  was  therefore  denied. 

Piedmont  Associates,  Inc.;  Warrenton,  Va.; 

FEE-3523;  Motor  Gasoline 

Piedmont  Associates,  Inc.  (Piedmont)  filed 
an  Application  for  Exception  which.  If 
granted,  would  result  In  the  assignment  of 
Exxon  Company,  U.S.A.  (Exxon)  as  a  new 
base  period  supplier  of  moUM*  gasoline  for  one 
of  Piedmont’s  retail  service  outlets  (the 
Winchester  Outlet),  In  considering  the  ex¬ 
ception  request,  the  FEA  found  that  since 
1973  Piedmont  has  incurred  substantial  losses 
in  its  motor  gasoline  resale  (^ration  and 
that  In  order  to  avert  bankruptcy  Piedmont 
entered  into  an  agreement  for  the  sale  of  the 
Winchester  Outlet.  The  FEA  found,  however, 
that  because  the  business  relationship  be¬ 
tween  Piedmont  and  BP/Sc^lo,  the  firm  sup¬ 
plying  motor  gasoline  to  Piedmont’s  base  pe¬ 
riod  supplier,  had  deteriorated  significantly 
since  the  base  period,  the  sale  of  the  outlet 
was  contingent  upon  the  issuance  of  an  or¬ 
der  by  the  FEA  assigning  Exxon  as  the  Win¬ 
chester  outlet’s  new  base  period  supplier.  ’The 
record  In  the  proceeding  further  Indicated 
that  Exxon  was  willing  to  undwtake  the  sup¬ 
ply  obligation.  The  FEA  concluded  that,  al¬ 
though  Piedmont  had  not  made  a  showing 
that  Its  current  severe  financial  difficulties 
resulted  from  the  requirements  of  the  FBA 
Regulations,  continued  application  of  the 


regulations  constituted  a  significant  impedi¬ 
ment  to  the  firm’s  efforts  to  preserve  its  fi¬ 
nancial  and  competitive  viability.  Moreover, 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  Piedmont  Is  an  inde¬ 
pendent  marketer  entitled  to  special  protec¬ 
tion  under  the  provisions  of  Section  4(b)  (1) 
(D)  of  the  Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation 
Act  of  1973,  as  amended,  the  FEA  determined 
that  exception  relief  should  be  granted.  Since 
Exxon  stated  that  it  was  willing  to  assume  a 
supplier/purchaser  relationship  with  Pied¬ 
mont,  the  FEA  assigned  Exxon  as  the  new 
supplier  of  the  outlet. 

Randall’s  Service  Station;  Excelsior,  Minn.; 

FEE-3288;  Motor  Gasoline 

Randall’s  Service  Station  (Randall’s)  filed 
an  Application  for  Exception  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  10  CFR  211.9  which.  If  granted,  would 
result  in  the  issuance  of  orders  by  the  FEA 
assigning  Randall’s  a  new  s\q>plier  of  motor 
gascdlne  to  replace  Its  base  period  supplier. 
Inter  City  OH  Company.  Randall’s  further  re¬ 
quested  that  the  new  supplier  be  a  firm  that 
would  extend  to  Randall’s  the  xise  of  its 
brand  name  and  credit  card  prlvUeges.  In 
its  exception  application,  Randall’s  claimed 
that  Its  current  base  period  supplier  was  no 
longer  able  to  supply  it  with  branded  motor 
gasoline  or  offer  It  credit  card  services  and  as 
a  result,  the  firm  had  experienced  a  decline 
In  Its  volume  of  sales  and  In  Its  profit  mar¬ 
gin.  In  analyzing  RandaU’s  request,  the  FEA 
noted  that  the  mere  fact  that  a  firm  Is  re¬ 
ceiving  less  revenues  or  profits  than  it  would 
obtain  If  the  FEA  regulatory  program  did  not 
exist  does  not  form  a  proper  basis  for  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  exception  relief.  Furthermcs-e,  de¬ 
spite  repeated  requests  by  the  FEA,  Randall’s 
failed  to  submit  any  data  to  substantiate  its 
alleged  declines  in  sales  volume  or  profit 
margin,  or  to  enable  the  FEA  to  ascertain  the 
effect  of  those  alleged  reductions  on  the  firm’s 
overall  financial  position.  Since  Randall’s 
made  no  showing  that  It  was  incurring  a  fi¬ 
nancial  hardship  or  gross  Inequity  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  lEA  regulatory  program,  the 
firm’s  exception  request  was  denied. 

Requests  fok  Stay 

Algonquin  SNG,  Inc.;  Washington,  D.C., 

FES-0048;  Naphtha 

On  June  28,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  granted  in  part  an  Appeal 
which  the  Petrochemical  Energy  Group 
(PEG)  had  filed.  Petrochemical  Energy 
Group.  3  FEA  Par.  80,661  (June  28,  1976). 
'The  PEG  Appeal  related  to  an  Assignment 
Order  which  the  PEA  had  previously  Issued 
to  the  Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Com¬ 
pany  (Algonquin).  In  the  Assignment  Order, 
the  FEA  had  aslgned  Algonquin  a  base  period 
volume  of  naphtha  for  use  as  a  feedstock  in 
Its  synthetic  natural  gas  (SNG)  plant.  In  its 
analysis  of  an  Appeal  of  the  Assignment 
Order,  the  FEA  found  that  the  Order  had 
failed  to  properly  consider  certain  criteria 
which  the  FEA  Regulations  prescribe  for  the 
allocation  of  naphtha  feedstocks  to  SNG 
plants.  The  determination  was  therefore  re¬ 
manded  to  the  FEA  Office  of  Regulatory 
Programs  for  further  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law.  In  the  present  proceed¬ 
ing.  Algonquin  SNG,  Inc.  (Algonquin  SNG), 
a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Algonquin,  re¬ 
quested  a  stay  of  the  June  8,  1976  Decision 
and  Order  pending  Judicial  review.  In  con¬ 
sidering  Algonquin  SNO’s  stay  application, 
the  FEA  determined  that  each  of  the  sub¬ 
stantive  arguments  which  the  firm  presented 
In  Its  Application  for  Stay  had  been  raised 
either  In  the  Appeal  proceeding  or  In  an 
Application  for  Rescission  of  the  June  28  De¬ 
cision  and  Order  which  Algonquin  SNG  had 
submitted,  and  that  the  FEA  had  found  In 
those  proceedings  that  the  firm’s  conten¬ 
tions  were  without  merit.  Petrochemical  En¬ 
ergy  Group,  supra;  and  Algonquin  SNG,  Inc., 
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4  FEA  Par.  87,029  (November  19,  1976).  nm 
FEA  also  determined  that  Algonquin  SNO'h 
claim  that  the  June  28  Order  directed  the 
FEA  Assistant  Administrator  for  Regulatory 
Programs  to  take  action  which  Interferea 
with  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  and  state  regulatory  agendea 
was  speculative  and  unsubetantlated  by  any 
evidence  In  the  record.  Finally,  the  FRA  o<mi- 
cluded  that  there  waa  no  basis  tor  granting 
a  stay  to  preserve  the  status  quo  ante  pend¬ 
ing  the  completion  of  an  environmental  Im¬ 
pact  by  the  FEA.  Accordingly,  Algonquin 
SNO's  Application  for  Stay  was  denied. 

Mobil  OU  Corp.;  Neto  York,  N.Y.;  FES-1094: 
Caldo  Oil  Co.:  San  Jose.  Calif.;  FES-1084: 
Rameo  Oil  Co.:  West  Sacramento,  Calif  j 
FES-1086:  Rinehart  Oil  Co.:  Ukiah. 
Calif.:  FES-1087:  Major  Oil  Co.:  Stock- 
ton.  Calif.;  FES-1088:  Miles  OU  Co.;  Col¬ 
fax.  Calif.:  FES-1089;  Olympian  OU  Co.; 
South  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  FES-1090; 
Motor  Gasoline 

The  Mobile  OU  Corporation  (Mobil)  and 
the  Caldo,  Rameo,  Rinehart,  Major.  Miles, 
and  Olympian  Oil  Companies  requested  a 
stay  of  a  Decision  and  Order  which  the  FEA 
Office  of  Regulatory  Programs  Issued  to  the 
Oulf  OU  Corporation  (Oulf)  on  November  5, 
1976.  The  Stay  was  requested  pending  a  final 
determination  by  the  FEA  on  the  applicants' 
Appeals  from  that  Order.  In  the  November  6 
Order,  the  Office  of  Regulatory  Programs 
terminated  Gulf’s  obligation  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  10  CFR  211.9  to  maintain  supplier/ 
purchaser  relationships  with  Its  base  period 
purchasers  of  motor  gasoline  in  Northern 
California,  Northern  Nevada,  Oregon,  and 
Washington,  and  directed  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrators  of  FEA  Regions  IX  and  X  to 
assign  new  suppliers  by  January  1,  19T7  to 
any  of  Gulf’s  base  period  purchasers  who 
were  unable  to  locate  willing  suppliers  by 
December  1,  1976.  In  analyzing  these  appli¬ 
cations  for  stay,  the  FEA  found  that  the 
applicants  made  a  substantial  prima  facie 
showing  that  the  November  5  Order  contained 
the  following  three  significant  errors;  (1) 
the  Order  failed  to  demonstrate  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  modifying  valid  supply  contracts 
which  Gulf  had  executed  with  three  of  the 
applicants;  (11)  it  failed  to  determine 
whether  those  suppliers  which  would  be 
assigned  to  replace  Gulf  In  the  affected  area 
are  likely  to  be  adequate  replacements  for 
Oulf;  and  (ill)  It  failed  to  evaluate  the  effect 
of  the  proposed  assignment  order  on  those 
suppliers  and  their  customers,  or  on  Gulf’s 
former  customers.  The  FEA  therefore  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  applicants  demonstrated  a 
substantial  likelihood  of  success  on  the  mer¬ 
its  of  their  Appeals  and  concluded  that  a 
stay  should  be  gran^d  in  this  case.  How¬ 
ever,  the  FEA  determined  that  the  stay 
should  not  affect  those  former  base  period 
purchasers  of  motor  gasoline  from  Gulf  who 
have  located  a  suitable  and  willing  alternate 
supplier  as  of  the  date  of  Issuance  of  the 
determination. 

Supplemental  Oedbxs 

Melton  Auto  Service;  Petersburg,  Vo.;  FEX- 
0110;  Motor  Gasoline 

On  September  20.  1976,  the  FEA  Issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Melton  Auto  Service 
which  granted  the  firm’s  Petition  for  Special 
Redress  Relief.  Melton  Auto  Service,  4  FEA 
Par.  87,015  (September  20.  1976).  m  Uiat  De¬ 
cision.  the  FEA  determined  that  In  assigning 
the  firm  a  base  period  use  of  motor  gasoline 
FEA  Region  m  Improperly  applied  the 
standards  set  forth  In  the  “Ouldeltnes  for 
Bvaliiation  of  Applications  for  Asslgnmmt 
of  Supplier  and  Base  Period  Use  to  New  Gas¬ 
oline  Retan  Sales  Outlef*  (the  Ouldellnes). 
40  Fed.  Reg.  20342  (May  9,  1975).  The  Melton 
Petition  was  therefore  granted,  amf  the  mat¬ 


ter  was  remanded  to  the  Regional  Office  for 
Issuance  of  a  new  Assignment  Order  estab¬ 
lishing  a  base  period  use  for  Melton  that  was 
equivalent  to  the  average  adjwted  base  pe¬ 
riod  use  of  the  high  volume,  ’’full  service” 
outlets  currently  situated  within  a  two-mlle 
radius  of  the  site  of  the  Melton  station.  In 
accordance  with  the  September  20  Decision, 
the  Regltmal  Administrator  of  FEA  Region 
m  conducted  a  survey  of  all  retail  outlets 
located  within  Melton’s  trade  area  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  preparation  and  issuance 
of  a  revised  Assignment  Order.  In  a  Novem¬ 
ber  9.  1976  Memorandum,  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  Advised  the  Offloe  of  Private 
Grievances  and  Redress  that  It  was  not  possi¬ 
ble  to  Issue  an  Assignment  Order  to  Melton 
which  fully  satisfies  either  the  September  20 
Decision  or  the  Ouldellnes.  because  there  are 
no  “full  service”  unbranded  outlets  which  are 
comparable  to  Melton’s  station  within  the 
Melton  trade  area.  However,  the  Memoran¬ 
dum  did  suggest  six  proposed  alternative 
assignments  which  could  be  made  to  Melton. 
After  reviewing  the  six  proposed  alternatives, 
the  FEA  concluded  that  an  assignment  based 
on  the  adjusted  base  period  volume  of  the 
highest  volume  "full  service”  branded  outlet 
within  a  two-mlle  radius,  or  783.964  gallons 
per  year,  would  be  appropirate  because  Mel¬ 
ton  shares  a  number  of  the  characteristics 
of  that  outlet.  On  Its  own  motion,  the  FEA 
therefore  issued  a  Supplemental  Order  re¬ 
manding  the  matter  to  the  Regional  Offloe 
for  issuance  of  an  Assignment  Order  estab¬ 
lishing  Melton’s  base  period  use  of  motor 
gasoline  at  783,964  gallons  per  year. 

Zenith  Oil  Company.;  Minneapolis.  Minn.; 
FEX-0111;  No.  2  Heating  Oil 

On  December  8.  1976,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
to  the  Zenith  Oil  Company,  Inc.  staying  the 
refund  provisions  and  other  related  provi¬ 
sions  of  a  Remedial  Order  which  was  Issued 
to  the  firm  by  the  FEA  Region  V  Office  on 
October  28.  1976.  Zenith  Oil  Company.  Inc.,  4 
FEA  Par.  85,048  (December  8,  1976).  As  a 
condition  of  the  stay  relief  which  was 
granted  to  Zenith  In  the  December  8  Order, 
Zenith  was  required  to  place  the  funds 
which  It  was  directed  to  refund  In  the  Re¬ 
medial  Order  Into  an  escrow  account.  The 
December  8  Order  also  stated  that  the  FEA 
may  without  further  notice  enter  a  supple¬ 
mental  order  vacating  the  stay  If  It  finds 
that  Zenith  has  failed  to  comply  with  any 
conditions  of  the  Order.  Based,  on  the  fact 
that  Zenith  failed  to  file  a  signed  copy  of 
the  escrow  agreement  with  FEA  within  a 
fifteen-day  period  as  specified  In  the  Decem¬ 
ber  8  Order,  the  FEA  vacated  the  stay  relief 
which  had  previously  been  granted. 

Dismissals 

The  following  submlsslims  were  dismissed 
following  a  statement  by  the  applicant  indi¬ 
cating  that  the  relief  requested  was  no  longer 
needed: 

Curtesy  Oil  Co.;  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  FSA- 
108S.  FES-108S 

Ford  OU  Co.;  Houston.  Tex.;  FEE-3223 
Glacier  Park  Co.;  Washington.  D.C.;  FEA- 
lOSO 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  Calif.;  Los  Angeles.  Calif.; 
FEE-3416 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
for  failure  to  correct  deficlenclee  In  the  firm’s 
filing  as  required  by  the  FEA  Procedural 
Regulations; 

Harbor  Enterprises.  Inc.;  Setcard,  Alaska; 
FgE-3517 

Kaffie  Companies;  Corpus  Christi,  TeX.;  FEE- 
3329 

The  following  submission  was  dismissed 
after  the  applicant  repeatedly  failed  to  re¬ 
spond  to  requests  for  addlttmial  Information: 


Cities  Service  Co.;  Tulsa,  Okla.;  FEE-3226 

The  following  submission  was  dismissed  on 
the  grounds  that  the  request  Is  now  moot: 

Various  Corp.;  Beaumont.  Tex.;  FES-OOSO 
Temporaxt  Stay 

The  following  Application  for  Stay  was 
denied  on  the  grounds  that  the  applicant 
had  failed  to  make  a  compelling  showli^  that 
temporary  stay  relief  was  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  an  Irreparable  Injury: 

Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.;  Los  Angeles,  Calif.; 

FST-002S 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these  Deci¬ 
sions  and  Orders  are  available  in  the 
Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Private  Grievances  and  Redress,  Room 
B-120.  2000  M  Street,  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  1:00  pjn.,  and  5:00 
pjn.,  e.s.t..  except  Federal  holldajffl.  They 
are  also  available  in  Energy  Manage¬ 
ment:  Federal  Energy  Ouldellnes,  a  com¬ 
mercially  published  loose  leaf  reporter 
system. 

Eiic  J.  Ftci, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

March  13,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-7866  Filed  3-14-77;3:02  pm] 


ISSUANCE  OF  DECISIONS  AND  ORDERS 
BY  OFFICE  OF  EXCEPTIONS  AND  AP¬ 
PEALS 

Week  of  January  10  Through  January  14, 
1977 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  January  10  through  January  14. 
1977,  the  Decisions  and  Orders  sum¬ 
marized  below  were  Issued  with  respect 
to  Appeals  and  Applications  for  Excep¬ 
tion  or  other  relief  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Exceptions  and  Appeals  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Admlnistjation.  The  follow¬ 
ing  summary  also  contains  a  list  of  sub¬ 
missions  which  were  dismissed  by  the 
Office  of  Ebreeptions  and  Appeals  and  the 
basis  for  the  dismissal. 

Appxals 

Air  Transport  Association  of  America;  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.;  FEA-107S:  Aviation  Jet 
Fuel 

The  Air  Tisn^>ort  Aaaoclstlon  of  America 
(ATA)  filed  an  Appeal  from  two  Orders 
which  the  FEA  Information  Access  Officer  Is¬ 
sued  to  It  cm  September  17  and  November  8. 
1976.  In  those  Orders,  the  Infixmatlon  Ac¬ 
cess  Officer  ^enled  Requests  for  Information 
which  ATA  had  filed  under  the  Freedom 
Information  Act  (the  Act).  The  ATA  had 
sought  data  which  the  FEA  had  compiled 
relating  to  the  "bank”  of  unrecouped  In¬ 
creased  costs  allocable  to  aviation  jet  fuel  for 
14  major  refiners.  In  considering  the  Appeal, 
the  FEA  noted  that  the  FEA  Regulations  Im¬ 
plementing  the  Act  provide  that  a  denial  of 
a  Request  for  Information  may  be  appealed 
to  the  FEA  within  30  days  of  service  of  the 
denial.  Since  ATA’s  Appeal  of  the  September 
17  Order  was  not  filed  until  almost  three 
months  after  the  date  of  Issuance  of  the 
Order,  the  FEA  concluded  that  It  was  not 
filed  In  a  timely  manner.  With  respect  to  the 
November  8.  1976  Order,  the  FEA  determined 
that  the  ATA  Request  for  Information  had 
been  properly  denied  since  no  documents 
exist  which  are  directly  responsive  to  the 
firm’s  request,  and  the  Act  does  not  require 
an  agency  to  perform  calculations  and  statts- 
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tlcal  studies  to  compile  data  in  response  to  a 
Freedom  ot  Infwmation  Act  request.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  ATA  Appeal  was  denied. 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co.;  Los  Angeles,  Calif.; 

FEA-0971;  Refined  Petroleum  Products 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company  (Arco)  ap¬ 
pealed  from  a  Remedial  Order  which  had 
been  issued  to  it  by  FEA  Region  IX.  In  the 
Remedial  Order,  the  FEA  found  that  George 
E.  Bulzan  (Bulzan)  of  Ohio  and  Arthur  J. 
Rosenthal  (Rosenthal)  of  Wisconsin,  in  their 
capacities  as  Arco  commission  distributors, 
qualify  as  wholesale  purchase-resellers  as 
that  term  is  defined  in  10  CFR  211.61.  Based 
on  that  determination,  the  Remedial  Order 
concluded  that  on  February  4,  1974,  when 
Arco  began  to  supply  petroleum  products 
directly  to  certain  retail  sales  outlets  which 
had  been  supplied  by  Bulzan  and  Rosenthal 
during  the  1972  base  year,  Arco  had  violated 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.9.  Based  on  this 
conclusion,  the  Remedial  Order  directed 
Arco  to:  (i)  Immediately  commence  treating 
Bulzan  and  Rosenthal  as  wholesale  pur¬ 
chaser -resellers;  (ii)  cease  preventing  Bulzan 
and  Rosenthal  from  delivering  petroleum 
products  to  certain  of  their  base  period  cus¬ 
tomers;  and  (Hi)  furnish  Bulzan  and  Rosen¬ 
thal  with  the  petroleum  products  which 
should  have  been  delivered  to  them,  or,  in 
the  alternative,  pay  Bulzan  and  Rosenthal 
the  total  amount  of  commissions  which  they 
would  have  received  from  the  sales  of  these 
additional  volumes  of  product.  In  its  Appeal, 
Arco  claimed  that  the  FEA  is  without  Juris¬ 
diction  to  issue  the  Remedial  Order  because 
the  Economic  Stabilization  Act  of  1970 
(ESA)  vests  exclusive  original  jurisdiction 
of  cases  arising  under  the  FEA  Regulations 
or  OTders  in  the  United  States  District 
Courts.  In  considering  Arco’s  contention,  the 
FEA  concluded  that,  although  the  ESA  es¬ 
tablishes  original  Jurisdiction  for  all  Judicial 
proceedings  arising  under  the  FEA  Regula¬ 
tions  in  the  District  Courts,  the  Act  does  not 
preclude  an  administrative  agency  such  as 
the  FEA  from  enforcing  compliance  with  its 
regulations  through  its  own  procedures.  The 
FEA  also  found  that  the  status  of  Bulzan 
and  Rosenthal  as  wholesale  pvuxhaser-resell- 
ers  had  been  established  in  previous  proceed¬ 
ings.  See,  e.g.,  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  3  FEA 
Par.  80,572  (February  13,  1976).  Since  Arco 
did  not  present  any  new  arguments  which 
refute  those  previous  findings,  the  FEA  con¬ 
cluded  that  those  determinations  were  dis¬ 
positive  in  the  current  Appeal.  The  FEA 
further  determined  that  the  findings  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Remedial  Order  adequately  sup¬ 
ported  the  concltision  that  the  retail  sales 
outlets  in  question  received  Arco  products 
from  either  Bulzan  or  Rosenthal  during  the 
base  period.  Consequently,  there  were  suffi¬ 
cient  findings  in  the  Remedial  Order  to  sus¬ 
tain  the  further  conclusion  that  Bulzan  and 
Rosenthal  are  the  req>ectlve  base  period  sup¬ 
pliers  of  those  outlets  under  the  applicable 
FEA  Regulations.  Finally,  the  FEA  noted  that 
since  the  Remedial  Order  provided  Arco  with 
the  option  of  paying  commissions  to  Biilzan 
and  Rosenthal,  Arco’s  claim  that  the  Re¬ 
medial  Order  arbitrarily  and  capriciously  re¬ 
quired  it  to  supply  petroleum  products  to 
firms  with  which  It  no  longer  has  base  period 
relationships  has  no  merit.  On  the  basis  of 
these  findings,  the  Arco  Appeal  was  denied. 

Braden-Zenith,  Inc.;  Wichita,  Kans.,  FEA- 

0980;  Crude  Oil 

Braden-Zenith,  Inc.  (B-Z)  filed  an  Appeal 
of  a  Remedial  Order  which  the  Regional 
Administrator  of  FEA  Region  vn  Issued  to 
the  firm  on  September  21,  1976.  In  the  Re¬ 
medial  Order,  the  Regional  Administrator 
found  that  B-Z  had  charged  prices  for  crude 
oil  which  were  in  excess  of  the  maximum 
price  levels  permitted  under  the  iqjplicable 
FEA  Regulations.  B-Z  was  therefore  ordered 


to  refund  overcharges  of  $401,731  plus  in¬ 
terest  to  its  customers.  In  considering  the 
Appeal,  the  FEA  determined  that  the  pit^- 
erty  In  question  was  not,  as  B-Z  alleged, 
a  stripper  well  property.  The  ^A  also  found 
that  contrary  to  the  firm’s  allegations,  the 
FEA  had  the  authority  to  require  Interest 
to  be  paid  on  overcharges  which  occurred 
prior  to  September  2,  1976.  Under  the  TOA 
Regulations  in  existence  prior  to  Septem¬ 
ber  2,  1975,  the  FEA  had  broad  authority  to 
take  any  action  in  a  Remedial  Order  which 
it  found  to  be  necessary  to  compensate  for 
the  effects  of  a  violation.  The  FEIA  also  de¬ 
termined  that  the  Remedial  Order  gave  B-Z 
adequate  notice  of  the  action  it  should  take 
with  reject  to  the  amount  of  Interest  which 
th  firm  was  ordered  to  pay.  With  reject  to 
B-Z’s  claim  that  it  could  not  be  held  liable 
for  the  entire  amount  of  overcharges  since 
its  working  Interest  in  the  property  is  only 
0.00607  percent,  the  FEA  determined  that  it 
has  the  discretion  to  serve  either  the  operator 
or  the  working  interest  owners  with  a  Re¬ 
medial  Order  where  a  violation  of  the  crude 
oil  price  regulations  had  occurred.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  FEA  determined  that  B-Z,  as 
operator  of  the  property  in  question,  could 
be  held  liable  for  the  entire  amount  of  the 
overcharges  on  crude  oil  sold  from  the  Unit 
even  though  its  working  interest  in  the  prop¬ 
erty  was  only  0.00607  percent.  The  FEA  ob¬ 
served,  however,  that  the  FEA’s  discretion 
should  be  exercised  in  a  manner  which  best 
serves  to  eliminate  the  effect  of  the  over¬ 
charges  and  makes  restitution  to  the  pur¬ 
chaser.  In  this  particular  case,  it  appeared 
that  assessing  liability  for  the  total  amount 
of  the  overcharges  solely  against  B-Z  might 
Jeopardize  the  firm’s  existence.  Moreover,  if 
B-Z  were  forced  into  bankruptcy  by  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  Remedial  Order,  the 
purchaser  of  the  crude  oil  would  not  be  re¬ 
imbursed  for  the  overcharges,  nor  would  the 
violation  of  the  FEA  price  regulations  be 
remedied.  Consequently,  the  Remedial  Order 
was  remanded  to  the  Regional  Administrator 
of  FEA  Region  VII  for  further  consideration 
as  to  the  desirability  in  this  case  of  issuing 
a  revised  Remedial  Order  which  would  assess 
liability  for  overcharges  against  all  of  the 
working  interest  owners. 

Exxon  Corp.;  Houston,  Tex.;  FEA~0924; 

Crude  Oil 

Exxon  Corporation  (Exxon)  appealed  from 
a  Remedial  Order  which  had  been  issued  to 
it  by  the  FEA  Deputy  Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor  for  Compliance.  In  the  remedial  Order, 
the  FEA  found  that  Exxon  had  failed  to 
comply  with  Orders  directing  It  to  sell  115,- 
000  barrels  of  acceptable  “sweet”  crude,  oil 
to  the  Husky  Oil  Company  (Husky)  and 
with  Orders  directing  it  to  sell  180,000  bar¬ 
rels  of  “suitable”  crude  oil  to  Coastal  States 
Gas  Company  (Coastal).  In  the  Remedial 
Order,  the  FEA  directed  Exxon  to  complete 
the  crude  oil  sales  to  Husky  and  Coastal  and 
to  comply  with  all  further  orders  to  the  firm 
issued  pursuant  to  Section  211.66.  The  re¬ 
medial  Order  further  det«7nined  that,  under 
the  provisions  of  Section  211.66(h),  Exxon 
had  the  primary  burden  of  arranging  for 
the  delivery  of  the  crude  oil  to  Husky  and 
Coastal  and,  by  failing  to  arrange  for  these 
deliveries,  had  violated  the  Directed  Sales 
Orders  which  the  FEA  had  Issued  to  the  firm. 
In  its  Appeal,  Exxon  contended  that  the  FEA 
improperly  applied  the  provisions  of  Section 
211.65(h)  to  the  firm.  It  claimed  that  the 
FEA  did  not  have  the  regulatory  authority 
under  the  FEA  Crude  Oil  Buy/Sell  Program 
to  issue  Directed  Sales  Ch-ders  which  spec¬ 
ified  the  type  of  crude  oil  which  must  be 
supplied  to  a  particular  refiner-buyer.  After 
considering  this  contention,  the  FEA  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  firm  misinterpreted  the  basic 
purpose  and  intent  of  Section  811fi6(h),  and 
that  the  regulation  did  provide  the  FEA  with 


broad  authority  to  order  a  refiner-seller  to 
supply  a  refiner-buyer  with  a  specific  and 
suitable  type  of  crude  oil  to  be  delivered  to 
a  particular  refinery  location.  Exxon  also 
contended  that  the  Remedial  Order  was  de¬ 
fective  because  the  underlying  Directed  Sales 
Orders  were  insufficient  as  a  matter  of  law. 
On  the  basis  of  a  review  of  the  general 
strtictiuw  of  the  Buy/Sell  Program  and  the 
Directed  Sales  Orders,  the  FEA  determined 
that  Exxon’s  contention  was  correct.  The 
FEA  noted  that  the  Directed  Sales  Orders 
which  the  FEA  has  issued  have  generally  not 
specified  in  complete  detail  the  precise  type 
of  crude  oil  to  be  delivered  under  the  Order 
or  the  particular  geographical  location  for 
the  delivery.  The  FEA  concluded  that  Di¬ 
rected  Sales  Orders  which  are  Issued  in  the 
future  must  specify  the  particular  type, 
quality  and  grade  of  crude  oil  which  the 
refiner-seller  is  directed  to  supply  and  the 
specific  geographical  location  to  which  the 
crude  oil  must  be  delivered  before  a  Reme¬ 
dial  Order  may  properly  be  issued.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Exxon’s  AppeM  was  granted,  and  the 
Rem^lal  Order  issued  to  the  firm  on  July 
21,  1976  was  rescinded. 

Linden’s  Propane,  Inc.;  Lagrange,  Ohio; 

FEA-0909;  Propane 

Linden’s  Propane,  Inc.  (Linden)  appealed 
from  a  Remedial  Order  which  the  Regional 
Administrator  of  FEA  Region  V  issued  to  the 
firm.  In  the  Remedial  Order,  FEA  Region  V 
found  that  Linden  had  sold  propane  at 
prices  which  exceeded  the  maximum  permis¬ 
sible  levels  specified  in  6  CFR  160.359  and  10 
CFR  212.93.  and  that  Linden  had  charged 
certain  of  its  customers  storage  tank  rental 
fees  in  violation  of  10  CFR  210.62(c)  and 
212.93.  The  Remedial  Order  directed  Linden 
to  reduce  its  selling  prices  for  propane  by 
two  cents  per  gallon  until  it  had  refunded 
the  overcharges  and  to  refund  all  storage 
tank  rental  fees  which  it  had  charged  in 
excess  of  the  amounts  permitted  under  the 
FEA  Regulations.  In  considering  the  Linden 
Appeal,  the  FEA  noted  that  Linden’s  asser¬ 
tion  that  its  May  15.  1973  selling  price  for 
propane  was  anomalous  had  already  been 
considered  in  a  prior  proceeding  and  that 
the  Regional  Administrator  of  FEA  Region 
V  had  granted  Linden  exception  relief  which 
established  its  May  15,  1973  selling  prices  for 
propane  at  a  level  sufficiently  above  its 
actual  selling  prices  on  that  date  to  permit 
Linden  to  attain  its  historic  pr<ffit  margin. 
The  FEA  further  noted  that  the  Regional 
Administrator  had  made  the  relief  retroac¬ 
tive  to  January  31.  1974,  the  date  on  which 
Linden  initially  filed  its  Application  for  Ex¬ 
ception.  The  FEA  determined  that  Linden 
had  failed  to  provide  evidence  in  the  present 
proceeding  to  demonstrate  that  the  amount 
of  exception  relief  granted  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  was  insufficient  to  prevent 
Linden  from  experiencing  a  serious  hardship 
or  that  the  firm  should  be  relieved  ot  the 
obligation  to  refund  the  overcharges  speci¬ 
fied  .  in  the  Remedial  Order  which  occurred 
subsequent  to  January  31,  1974.  ’The  FEA 
also  concluded  that  Linden  had  failed  to 
present  sufficient  factual  evidence  to  support 
its  contention  that  the  retroactive  exception 
relief  granted  to  it  should  be  extended  for 
the  period  October  1,  1973  through  January 
1,  1974.  ’The  FEIA  also  determined  that 
Linden  was  not  entitled  to  additional  ex- 
ceptk>n  relief  on  the  basis  of  the  determina¬ 
tion  which  the  FEA  reached  In  ’Trl-Oas 
Service,  Inc.,  1  FEA  Par.  20,624  (Jiily  3. 
1974),  modified,  1  FEA  Par.  20,169  (October 
26,  1974).  ’The  FEA  concluded  that  Linden 
had  failed  to  provide  sufficient  documenta¬ 
tion  to  support  its  assertion  that  It  would 
incur  a  serious  hardship  if  it  were  required 
to  reduce  Its  selling  prices  for  propane  by 
two  cents  per  gallon  as  specified  in  the 
Remedial  Order.  With  respect  to  the  storage 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  53 — FRIDAY,  MARCH  18,  1977 


NOTICES 


15103 


tank  rental  fees  which  the  Remedial  Order 
required  Linden  to  refund,  the  FEA  noted 
that  certain  FEA  Rulings  set  forth  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  under  which  a  seller  which  pro¬ 
vided  storage  tanks  to  its  purchasers  free  of 
charge  on  May  16.  1973  may  subsequently 
Institute  rental  fees.  Since  the  Remedial 
Order  failed  to  discuss  these  Rulings  or  their 
applicability  to  Linden,  the  portions  of  the 
Remedial  Order  which  referred  to  storage 
tjtnif  rental  fees  were  remanded  for  further 
findings  of  fact  and  law. 

Midcoast  Aviation  Services.  Inc.;  St.  Louis, 
Mo.;  FEA-0958;  Aviation  Fuel 

Midcoast  Aviation  Services.  Inc.  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  Decision  and  Order  which  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Issued  to  it 
on  August  27.  1976.  Midcoast  Aviation  Serv¬ 
ices.  Inc..  4  FEA  Par.  83.006  (August  27. 
1976).  In  the  August  27  Decision,  the  FEA 
denied  a  request  for  an  extension  of  excep¬ 
tion  relief  which  would  have  permitted  Mid¬ 
coast  to  Increase  its  maximum  allowable 
selling  prices  for  aviation  fuel  by  1.7  cents 
per  gallon.  See  Midcoast  Aviation  Services. 
Inc..  3  FEA  Par.  80,556  (January  19.  1976). 
In  considering  the  Midcoast  Appeal,  the  FEA 
found  that  no  support  appeared  in  the  rec¬ 
ord  for  the  firm's  contention  that  the  FEA 
had  failed  to  take  into  account  the  greater 
level  of  profitability  which  it  alleged  it 
needed  to  sustain  its  expanded  operations. 
Although  Midcoast  alleged  that,  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  further  exception  relief,  it  could 
experience  serious  “cash  shortfalls"  which 
would  Jeopardize  its  ability  to  meet  its  cur¬ 
rent  liabilities  on  a  continuing  basis,  the 
financial  data  submitted  by  Midcoast  showed 
that  the  firm’s  overall  working  capital  posi¬ 
tion,  trade  accounts  position  and  cash  flow 
position  had  Improved  subsequent  to  the 
date  on  which  the  prior  exception  relief  ex¬ 
pired.  Since  the  financial  data  submitted  by 
the  firm  on  Appeal  supported  the  FEA's 
previous  finding  that  the  firm  was  no  longer 
experiencing  a  serious  hardship,  the  FEA  de¬ 
termined  that  Midcoast  had  failed  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  August  27.  1976  Decision  and 
Order  was  erroneous  in  fact  or  law  or  that  it 
was  arbitrary  or  capricious'.  The  Midcoast 
Appeal  was  therefore  denied. 

Rock  Island  Refining  Corp.;  Indianapolis, 
Ind.;  FEA-0948;  Crude  Oil 

The  Rock  Island  Refining  Corporation 
(Rock  Island)  filed  an  Appeal  from  a  Deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  which  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  Issued  to  the  firm  on  June  17, 
1976.  Rock 'Island  Refining  Corp.,  3  FEA  Par. 
83.233  (June  17.  1976).  In  the  June  17  Order, 
the  FEA  granted  in  part  an  Application  for 
Exception  which  Rock  Island  h€ul  filed  from 
the  pro^-lsions  of  10  CPTt  211.67  (the  Old 
Oil  Entitlements  Program)  and  partially  re¬ 
lieved  Rock  Island  of  its  obligations  to  pur¬ 
chase  entitlements  specified  in  the  Entitle¬ 
ment  Notices  which  were  published  during 
the  period  June  through  November  1976.  The 
Rock  Island  Appeal,  if  granted,  would  have 
Increased  the  amount  of  exception  relief 
granted  to  the  firm.  In  its  Appeal.  Rock  Is¬ 
land  contended  that,  in  determining  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  relief  to  be  granted,  the  PEA  should 
have  excluded  from  its  calculations  of  the 
firm's  average  profit  marsrln  and  average  re¬ 
turn  on  Invested  caoital  the  firm's  financial 
results  in  certain  years.  According  to  Rock 
Island,  during  the  period  of  time  at  issue, 
the  firm  experienced  unusually  low  levels  of 
profitability  as  a  result  of  the  expansion  of 
Its  refinery  facilities.  In  considering  Rock 
Island's  request,  the  FEA  determined  that 
the  magnitude  of  the  firm’s  refinery  expan¬ 
sion  was  significantly  less  than  had  been 
found  to  exist  in  previous  cases  in  which 
adjustments  of  the  type  which  Rock  Island 
requested  were  made,  and  that  there  was  no 


basis  m  the  record  of  this  proceeding  for 
deviating  from  the  general  standard  estab¬ 
lished  in  previous  cases.  In  its  Appeal,  Rock 
Island  also  a'^serted  that  the  Investment  tax 
credit  which  it  receives  under  Section  38  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  distorts  the  cur¬ 
rent  hicome  ahich  it  reports  to  the  FEA 
and.  as  a  result,  reduces  the  exception  relief 
which  the  firm  receives  from  the  Entitle¬ 
ments  Program.  Rock  Island  claimed  that,  in 
order  to  correct  this  distortion,  the  PEA 
should  spread  the  tax  credit  over  the  life  of 
the  assets  involved  rather  than  reflect  the 
entire  value  of  the  credit  in  the  particular 
year  in  which  the  Investment  is  made.  In 
considering  this  request,  the  FEA  found  that 
if  the  requested  adjustment  in  the  firm’s 
historical  return  on  Investment  were  made. 
It  would  not  significantly  affect  the  firm's 
financial  performance  under  the  Entitle¬ 
ments  Program.  The  FEA  also  found  that 
this  portion  of  Rock  Island's  request  was  not 
timely,  and  that  Rock  Island  had  made  no 
showing  that  the  Investment  tax  credit  ap¬ 
plied  in  an  unusual  way  to  the  firm.  The 
FEA  also  determined  that,  contrary  to  the 
firm's  claim,  the  inclusion  of  Rock  Island's 
profitability  during  the  months  of  April  and 
May  1976  in  calculating  the  appropriate 
amount  of  exception  relief  was  proper. 
Finally,  the  FEA  found  that  the  cost  of  the 
entitlements  which  Rock  Island  would  pur¬ 
chase  in  June  and  July  1976  was  properly 
Included  on  its  financial  statements  for  April 
and  May  1976,  since  the  FEIA  had  adopted  the 
accrual  method  of  expense  accounting  in 
considering  exception  requests  from  the  En¬ 
titlements  Program.  The  Rock  Island  Appeal 
was  therefore  denied  in  all  respects. 

Texas  Asphalt  and  Refining  Co.;  Houston, 
Tex.;  FEA-093I 

The  Texas  Asphalt  and  Refining  Company 
(Tarco)  filed  an  Appeal  from  a  Decision  and 
Order  which  the  FEA  had  issued  to  the  firm 
on  July  15,  1976.  Texas  Asphalt  and  Refining 
Co..  4  FEA  Par.  83.011  (July  15.  1976).  The 
July  15  Order  denied  Tarco’s  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  Section 
212.94(b)(1).  Tarco's  Appeal,  if  granted, 
would  have  permitted  the  firm  to  Increase 
from  five  cents  to  30  cents  per  barrel  the 
handling  fee  which  it  may  charge  in  its  sales 
of  crude  oil  to  refiner-buyers  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  FEA  Crude  Oil  Buy/Sell  Pro¬ 
gram.  In  considering  the  Tarco  Appeal,  the 
FEA  noted  that  in  a  January  19,  1976  Re¬ 
medial  Order,  the  FEA  designated  Tarco  as 
a  refiner-seller  of  734.048  barrels  of  crude 
oil  because  the  firm  had  failed  to  process  the 
crude  oil  which  it  purchased  in  1975  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Buy/ 
Sell  Program.  The  FEA  found  that  a  substan¬ 
tial  portion  of  Tarco's  alleged  financial  prob¬ 
lems  resulted  not  from  Its  compliance  with 
the  Remedial  Order  nor  from  its  Inability  to 
charge  a  30  cent  per  barrel  handling  fee,  but 
from  an  unfavorable  contract  which  it  had 
voluntarily  entered  into  with  a  supplier  of 
crude  oil.  After  evaluating  the  Tarco  claim 
that  it  would  incur  a  severe  financial  hard¬ 
ship  in  the  absence  of  exception  relief,  the 
FEA  determined  that  refiner-buyers  which 
had  purchased  crude  oil  from  Tarco  in  Justi¬ 
fiable  reliance  upon  the  provisions  of  .Section 
212.94(b)(1)  would  be  adversely  affected  by 
the  approval  of  the  relief  which  Tarco  re¬ 
quested.  and  that  under  the  particular  cir¬ 
cumstances  Involved  in  this  case,  that  factor 
outweighed  any  financial  difficulties  which 
Tarco  might  experience.  The  Tarco  Appeal 
was  therefore  denied. 

Whaleco  Fuel  Corp.;  Brooklyn,  N.Y.;  FEA- 
1008;  Residual  Fuel  Oil 

The* Whaleco  Fuel  Corporation  (Whaleco) 
filed  an  Appeal  from  a  Decision  and  Order 
which  the  FEA  Issued  to  the  firm  on  Sep¬ 


tember  20.  1976.  Whaleco  Fuel  Corp.,  4  FEA 
Par.  83,115  (September  20,  1976).  In  the  de¬ 
termination  from  which  the  Appeal  was  tak¬ 
en,  the  FEA  denied  Whaleco’s  request  for  ex¬ 
ception  relief  from  those  provisions  of  10 
CFR  211  67  (the  Old  Oil  Entitlements  Pro¬ 
gram)  that  permit  certain  firms  to  earn  en¬ 
titlements  for  the  residual  fuel  oil  which 
they  have  imported  since  February  1976.  The 
present  Appeal,  if  granted,  w’ould  reverse  the 
September  20  Decision  and  permit  Whaleco 
to  receive  entitlement  benefits  for  the  resid¬ 
ual  fuel  oil  which  it  purchased  from  another 
Importer  during  February  and  March  1976. 
In  its  Appeal,  Whaleco  contended  that  the 
FEA  erred  in  denying  the  firm’s  claim  of  seri¬ 
ous  financial  hardship.  In  considering  the 
Appeal,  the  FEA  affirmed  the  previous  deter¬ 
mination  that  exception  relief  was  not  war¬ 
ranted  in  this  case  since  the  loss  of  potential 
revenues  which  Whaleco  alleged  it  would  ex¬ 
perience  was  due  to  the  economic  forces  of 
the  marketplace  rather  than  the  impact  on 
the  firm  of  the  FEA  regulatory  program.  The 
FEA  also  found  no  evidence  to  support  the 
firm's  claim  of  gross  inequity  since  the 
competitive  situation  which  Whaleco  was 
experiencing  was  similar  to  that  which 
other  firms  had  experienced  prior  to  the 
adoDtlon  of  the  regulatory  provisions  from 
which  it  had  requested  exception  relief.  On 
the  basis  of  these  conclusions,  the  Whaleco 
Appeal  was  denied. 

Bell  Finer  Fuels;  Chicago.  III.;  FEE-3339; 

No.  2  Heating  Oil 

Bell  Finer  Fuels  (Bell)  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  requirement  that  it 
file  with  the  FEA  Form  P112-M-1.  entitled 
“No.  2  Heating  Oil  Supply/Price  Monitoring 
Report."  In  its  exception  application.  Bell 
stated  that  at  the  present  time  it  does  not 
have  the  ci^yablllty  to  provide  the  data  re¬ 
quired  by  Form  P112-M-1.  The  firm  claimed 
that  it  recently  acquired  the  heating  oil 
business  of  several  companies  in  the  Chicago, 
Illinois  area,  and  that,  as  a  result  of  its 
Increased  business  activities,  it  does  not  have 
the  manpower  necessary  to  gather  the  re¬ 
quired  information.  The  firm  contended  that 
additional  personnel  would  be  necessary  in 
order  to  provide  the  required  data,  and  that 
the  expense  of  hiring  additional  personnel 
would  constitute  a  serious  hardship.  In  con¬ 
sidering  the  Bell  exception  application,  the 
FEA  found  that,  although  the  firm  had  been 
given  ample  opportunity  to  do  so.  Bell  failed 
to  submit  any  substantiation  whatsoever  in 
support  of  its  contentions.  The  FEA  further 
determined  that  Bell  had  failed  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  burden  of  providing  the 
requested  data  is  grossly  disproportionate  to 
the  benefit  which  would  be  derived  from 
obtaining  information  as  to  the  supply  and 
price  of  an  Important  petroleum  product. 
Accordingly,  the  Bell  exception  application 
was  denied. 

Requests  Fox  Exception 

Ashland  Oil  Co.  of  California;  Oakland.  Calif.; 

FEE-3282;  Motor  Gasoline 

On  April  30.  1976,  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  issued  a  Decision  and  Order 
to  the  Ashland  Oil  Company  of  California 
(Ashland)  in  which  it  granted  the  firm  an 
exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.9.  Ashland  Oil  Company  of  California, 
3  FEA  Par.  83.173  (April  30.  1976).  In  that 
Decision,  the  FEA  found  that  Ashland  was 
experiencing  a  serious  hardship  as  a  result 
of  the  requirement  that  it  continue  to  regard 
Coastal  States  Gas  Producing  Company 
(Coastal  States)  as  its  prlncloal  base  period 
supplier  of  motor  gasoline.  In  order  to  al¬ 
leviate  that  hardship,  the  April  30  Order 
directed  the  Regional  Admlnl«trator  of  PEA 
Region  IX  to  assign  to  Ashland  during 
the  period  April  through  June  1976  new 
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suppliers  for  16,903,346  gallons  of  the  firm’s 
total  base  period  use  of  motor  gasoline.  In 
Its  present  submission,  Ashland  requested  an 
extension  of  the  exception  relief  previously 
granted.  In  considering  the  Ashland  appli¬ 
cation,  the  PEA  determined  that  the  firm 
would  continue  to  experience  substantial 
financial  difficulties  which  would  seriously 
Jeopardize  Its  viability  as  an  Independent 
marketer  and  that  an  extension  of  exception 
relief  was  therefore  appropriate.  However,  the 
PEA  also  determined  that  It  would  be  inap¬ 
propriate  to  rea-ssign  Ashland’s  entire  base 
period  use  of  motor  gasoline  from  Coastal 
States,  or  to  restore  Ashland  to  its  historic 
level  of  profitability,  since  that  form  of  relief 
would  tend  to  destabilize  the  motor  gasoline 
market  in  California  and  since  Ashland’s 
financial  difficulties  were  partially  a  result 
of  its  own  business  decisions.  After  balanc¬ 
ing  the  various  factors  involved  in  the  case, 
the  PEA  concluded  that  exception  relief 
should  be  granted  only  to  alleviate  the  seri¬ 
ous  hardship  which  Ashland  is  experiencing 
as  a  result  of  the  PEA  Regulations  and  to 
mitigate  the  firm’s  projected  operating  losses 
during  1977.  On  the  basis  of  certain  assump¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  operating  losses  which 
Ashland  would  otherwise  experience  and  the 
volume  of  motor  gasoline  necessary  to  allevi¬ 
ate  those  losses,  the  Regional  Administrator 
was  directed  to  assign  to  Ashland  a  new 
supplier  for  22.544.569  gallons  of  its  base 
period  use  of  motor  gasoline  which  Coastal 
States  would  have  otherwise  furnished.  The 
exception  relief  was  made  applicable  for  the 
period  January  through  June  1977. 

Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange,  Inc.;  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  FPI-OIOS;  Crude  Oil 

Parmers  Union  Central  Exchange,  Inc. 
(CENEX)  filed  an  Application  for  Exception 
which,  if  granted,  would  result  in  a  refund 
of  $216,000  in  supplemental  fees  which  the 
firm  had  paid  to  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  crude  oil  which  it  imported 
during  December  1975.  In  its  application. 
CENEX  claimed  that  it  paid  the  $216,000  in 
supplemental  fees  during  the  month  of  De¬ 
cember  1975  for  crude  oil  which  actually  en¬ 
tered  the  United  States  after  the  supplemen¬ 
tal  fee  on  crude  oil  was  eliminated.  On  the 
basis  of  those  allegations,  CENEX  contended 
that  the  requirement  that  it  pay  fees  on  this 
crude  oil  constituted  an  exceptional  hard¬ 
ship  to  the  firm.  In  considering  CENEX’s  ex¬ 
ception  application,  the  PEA  determined  that 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  5(b)  of  Proc¬ 
lamation  4210  and  determinations  made  in 
several  prior  PEA  Decisions  and  Orders,  the 
PEA  does  not  have  the  authority  to  refund 
the  payment  of  the  supplemental  fee  if  the 
fee  was  properly  assessed.  ’The  PEA  also 
found  that  the  Customs  Porm  7501  filed  by 
the  Continental  Pipeline  Company  on 
CENEX’s  behalf  during  December  1975  was 
prepared  in  the  usual  and  customary  manner, 
and  the  fee  was  properly  assessed  on  the 
amount  of  crude  oil  shown  by  that  Form  to 
have  been  received  by  CENEX  during  that 
month.  Accordingly,  since  the  PEA  lacked 
Jurisdiction  to  grant  CENEX’s  request,  its 
Application  for  Exception  was  dismissed. 
Gasoline  Heaven  at  Commack.  Inc.;  Corn- 
mack,  N.Y.,  FEE-3283;  Motor  Gasoline 

Gasoline  Heaven  at  Commack,  Inc.  (Gaso¬ 
line  Heaven),  a  retailer  of  motor  gasoline, 
filed  an  Application  for  Exception  which,  if 
granted,  would  have  resulted  in  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  a  new  supplier  to  replace  Gasoline 
Heaven’s  base  period  supplier,  the  Standard 
OH  Company  of  Indiana  (Amoco) .  In  its  sub¬ 
mission,  Gasoline  Heaven  alleged  that  Amoco 
had  charged  prices  for  motor  gasoline  which 
exceeded  the  maxlmiun  permissible  selling 
prices  under  the  PEA  Regulations,  that  Amoco 
had  stated  that  it  would  continue  the  al¬ 
legedly  unlawful  pricing  policies  in  the  fu¬ 


ture,  and  that  the  prices  charged  by  Amoco 
exceed  the  prices  charged  by  another  sup¬ 
plier,  the  Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  from  which 
Gasoline  Heaven  was  purchasing  surplus 
product.  Gasoline  Heaven  also  noted  that  the 
PEA  had  issued  a  Notice  of  Probable  Viola¬ 
tion  (NOPV)  to  Amoco  with  respect  to  the 
alleged  overcharges.  As  a  result,  the  firm 
claimed  that  it  would  experience  a  gross  in¬ 
equity  if  it  were  required  to  maintain  its 
base  period  supplier /purchaser  relationship 
with  Amoco.  In  considering  the  Gasoline 
Heaven  request,  the  PEA  noted  that  the  fact 
that  another  supplier  is  willing  to  supply  a 
petroleum  product  at  a  price  below  the  price 
offered  by  a  base  period  supplier  does  not, 
standing  alone,  constitute  a  basis  for  termi¬ 
nation  of  a  supplier /purchaser  relationship 
through  the  exceptions  process.  The  PEA 
found  that  Gasoline  Heaven  had  not  claimed 
that  it  was  experiencing  serious  financial  or 
operating  difficulties  as  a  result  of  the  prices 
charged  by  its  base  period  supplier.  Further¬ 
more,  the  PEA  found  that  since  Gasoline 
Heaven  was  currently  obtaining  surolus  prod¬ 
uct  under  a  contract  with  Gulf,  it  could  not 
claim  that  it  is  currently  being  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  continued  existence  of  its  base 
period  supplier /purchaser  relationship.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  exception  relief  based  upon  prece¬ 
dents  established  in  such  ca^es  as  Southland 
Oil  Co.,  3  PEA  Par.  83,151  (March  31.  1976) 
was  not  appropriate.  Tn  the  Decision  which  it 
issued,  the  PEA  noted  that  Amoco  was  ac¬ 
tively  contesting  the  findings  made  in  an 
NOPV  which  had  alleged  that  it  overcharged 
Gasoline  Heaven,  and  that  no  definitive  de¬ 
termination  had  been  made  by  a  court  of  law 
or  by  the  PEA  with  respect  to  Gasoline 
Heaven’s  claims  of  misconduct  by  Amoco, 
nor  had  Gasoline  Heaven  presented  substan¬ 
tial,  uncontradicted  evidence  of  fraud  or 
other  misconduct  on  the  part  of  Amoco.  ’The 
PEA  therefore  determined  that  exception  re¬ 
lief  was  not  appropriate  under  the  precedent 
established  in  Eagle  Point  School  District  No. 
‘9.  2  PEA  Par.  80,622  (July  1.  1975)  or  Beu- 
kema’s  Petroleum  Co.,  4  PEA  Par.  83,032  (Au¬ 
gust  6,  1976) .  ’The  firm’s  Application  for  Ex¬ 
ception  was  therefore  denied. 

Robert  W.  O'Meara;  New  Orleans,  La.;  FXE- 

3555;  Crude  Oil 

Robert  W.  O'Meara  (O’Meara)  filed  an  Ap¬ 
plication  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  ’The  request, 
if  granted,  would  result  in  an  extension  of 
the  exception  relief  previously  granted  to 
O'Meara  and  would  permit  O’Meara  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  sell  a  portion  of  the  crude  oil  pro¬ 
duced  from  the  Louisiana  PYult  No.  2  well 
(the  No.  2  well)  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 
See  Robert  W.  O'Meara.  4  PEA  Par.  83,029 
(July  30,  1976).  In  considering  the  ex¬ 
ception  application,  the  PEA  found  that 
the  No.  2  well  continued  to  incur  increased 
operating  costs  and  that,  in  the  absence  of 
continued  exception  relief,  the  working  in¬ 
terests  would  lack  an  incentive  to  produce 
crude  oil  from  the  property.  In  view  of  this 
situation  and  on  the  basis  of  the  operating 
data  presented  for  the  well  for  the  previous 
six  months,  the  FEIA  concluded  that  the 
working  interest  owners  should  be  permitted 
to  sell  100  percent  of  the  crude  oil  produced 
from  the  well  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices  in 
order  to  recover  the  increased  operating 
costs  of  the  well. 

Joe  E.  Sharber;  Wewoka,  Okla.;  FEE-3218; 

Crude  Oil 

Joe  E.  Sharber  (Sharber)  filed  an  Appli¬ 
cation  for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D,  which,  if 
granted,  would  permit  Sharber  to  sell  the 
crude  oil  produced  from  the  Rodden  No.  1 
Well  (the  Well)  at  price  levels  which  ex¬ 
ceed  the  ceiling  prices  set  forth  in  10  CFR 


212.73.  Sharber  also  requested  that  excep¬ 
tion  relief  be  made  retroactive  to  September 
1973.  In  considering  Sharber’s  exception  re¬ 
quest.  the  PEA  determined  that  Sharber  is 
not  entitled  to  exception  relief  which  would 
permit  the  Well  to  be  treated  as  a  multiple 
completion  well  and  thereby  qualify  as  a 
stripper  well  property.  However,  the  PEA 
also  found  that  the  costs  of  producing  cruds 
oil  from  the  Well  have  increased  signifi¬ 
cantly  since  May  15,  1973,  and,  as  a  result, 
the  firm’s  production  costs  substantially  ex¬ 
ceed  the  lower  tier  ceiling  price  for  crude 
oil  which  Sharber  is  permitted  to  charge 
pursuant  to  the  PEA  Regulations.  ’The  PEA 
therefore  concluded  that  Sharber  lacks  an 
economic  incentive  to  continue  to  operate 
the  Well.  Since  the  Well  is  the  only  facility 
currently  capable  of  extracting  the  crude 
oil  from  the  reservior  on  which  it  is  lo¬ 
cated,  the  PEA  found  that  the  nation  would 
be  deprived  of  the  recoverable  crude  oil  at 
the  site  if  exception  relief  were  not  approved 
and  the  Well  were  abandoned.  On  the  basis 
of  precedents  involving  similar  factual  find¬ 
ings,  the  PEA  concluded  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  lower  tier  ceiling  price  rule  in 
this  case  resulted  in  a  gross  inequity.  The 
PEA  determined,  however,  that  Sharber  had 
failed  to  show  that  exception  relief  should 
be  made  retroactive  to  September  1973.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  exception  relief  was  approved 
which  permits  Sharber  to  sell  at  upper  tier 
ceiling  prices  46.5  percent  of  the  crude  oil 
produced  and  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the 
working  interest  owners. 

Requests  for  Stay 

David  Crow;  Shreveport,  La.;  FES-1092; 

Crude  Oil. 

David  Crow  filed  an  Application  for  Stay 
of  a  Remedial  Order  which  the  Deputy  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  of  FTIA  Region  'VI  issued 
to  him  on  December  6,  1976.  The  Remedial 
Order  determined  that  during  the  period 
September  1974  through  February  1975  Crow 
violated  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  212.73  by 
selling  crude  oil  which  he  produced  from 
two  crude  oil  producing  properties  at  prices 
which  were  in  excess  of  the  celling  price 
levels  permitted  by  the  PEA  Regulations.  On 
the  basis  of  this  determination,  the  Remedial 
Order  directed  Crow  to  make  refunds  for 
the  overcharges  within  90  days  to  the  Stand¬ 
ard  Oil  Company  of  Ohio  (Sohio),  the  pur¬ 
chaser  of  the  crude  oil.  Crow’s  stay  request, 
if  approved,  would  relieve  the  firm  of  its 
obligation  to  make  those  refunds  pending  a 
final  determination  on  its  Appeal  from  the 
Remedial  Order.  In  considering  the  request 
for  stay,  the  PEA  concluded  that  Crow  had 
raised  substantial  issues  concerning  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  the  Remedial  Order.  Crow  also  made 
a  strong  showing  that  it  could  incur  an 
irreparable  injury  if  it  were  required  to  make 
immediate  refunds  to  Sohio  since  in  all  like¬ 
lihood  Sohio  would  pass  on  the  refunds  to 
its  customers  and  Crow  could  experience  sub¬ 
stantial  difficulty  tn  recovering  the  funds  if 
it  prevails  on  the  merits  of  its  Appeal.  ’The 
PEA  therefore  held  that  Crow  satisfied  the 
criteria  set  forth  in  General  Crude  Oil  Co., 
3  PEA  Par.  85,040  (June  25.  1976).  for  the 
approval  of  a  stay  of  the  refund  require¬ 
ments  specified  in  a  Remedial  Order.  The 
PEA  further  concluded,  however,  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  considerations  discussed 
in  General  Crude,  supra,  the  stay  should  be 
conditioned  upon  Crow’s  establishing  an  es¬ 
crow  account  into  which  It  is  required  to 
place  the  disputed  funds. 

Fli/ing  Tiger  Line,  Inc.;  Anchorage,  Alaska; 

FES-1109;  Aviation  Fuel 

Flying  Tiger  Line,  Inc.  (Plying  Tiger)  re¬ 
quested  that  the  provisions  of  an  Order 
which  was  issued  to  the  firm  by  the  FE.*) 


FEDERAL  REGISHR,  VOL.  42,  NO.  53 — FRIDAY,'  MARCH  18,  1977 


NOTICES 


15105 


Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Opera¬ 
tions  on  December  16.  1976,  be  stayed  pend¬ 
ing  a  determination  on  an  Appeal  which  the 
firm  also  filed.  In  that  Order,  the  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  amended  an  Assign¬ 
ment  Order  previously  Issued  to  Flying  Tiger 
on  December  19.  1974.  The  amendment  per¬ 
mitted  Flying  Tiger's  base  period  supplier, 
the  Tesoro  Petroleum  Corporation  (Tesoro). 
to  fulfill  its  supply  obligation  to  Flying  Ti¬ 
ger  for  aviation  turbine  fuel  under  the  1974 
Assignment  Order  by  supplying  either  Type 
A  (kerosene-base)  or  Type  B  (naphtha-base) 
aviation  turbine  fuel.  After  considering  the 
contentions  made  by  Flying  Tiger,  the  FEA 
determined  that  there  was  merit  in  the  firm's 
assertion  that  it  could  incur  an  irreparable 
injury  if  the  requested  stay  were  not  grant¬ 
ed  and  the  firm  was  eventually  successful  in 
its  Appeal  of  the  December  16.  1976  Order. 
The  FEA  noted  that  amendments  to  the  FEA 
Regulations  which  became  effective  on  Octo¬ 
ber  1.  1976  exempted  naphtha  jet  fuel  from 
the  provisions  of  the  FEA  Mandatory  Price 
and  Allocation  Regulations  and  that  In  its 
Application  Flying  Tiger  indicated  that  the 
price  quotations  it  received  from  Tesoro  for 
naphtha  Jet  fuel  were  substantially  higher 
than  either  Tesoro’s  maximum  permissible 
selling  price  for  kerosene  Jet  fuel  under  the 
FEA  Regulations  or  the  price  previously 
charged  by  Tesoro  for  naphtha  Jet  fuel.  Con¬ 
sequently.  if  it  were  successful  on  Appeal, 
there  was  a  significant  possibility  that  Fly¬ 
ing  Tiger  would  be  injured  to  the  extent  of 
the  difference  between  the  controlled  price 
for  kerosene  Jet  fuel  and  the  decontrolled 
price  requested  by  Tesoro  for  naphtha  Jet 
fuel.  Furthermore,  the  FEA  concluded  that 
Flying  Tiger  had  raised  substantial  ques¬ 
tions  concerning  the  authority  of  the  FEA 
to  order  that  refunds  be  made  by  Tesoro  if 
Flying  Tiger  were  successful  in  its  Appeal. 
The  FEA  further  determined  that  Flying  Ti¬ 
ger  had  raised  substantial  Issues  in  its  Ap¬ 
peal  with  respect  to  the  validity  of  the  De¬ 
cember  16.  1976  Order!  Consequently,  a  stay 
was  granted  which  permits  Tesoro  to  supply 
at  its  option  either  naohtha  or  kerosene  Jet 
fuel  to  Flying  Tiger  subject  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  by  Flying  Tiger  of  an  escrow  account 
into  which  it  would  deposit  the  difference 
between  the  price  which  Tesoro  was  permit¬ 
ted  to  charge  for  kerosene  Jet  fuel  and  the 
prevailing  price  charged  by  Tesoro  in  sales 
to  other  customers  for  naphtha  Jet  fuel. 

Kershaw  Properties;  Muskogee,  Okla.;  FFS- 
1150;  Crude  Oil. 

Kershaw  Properties  (Kershaw)  requested 
that  the  FEA  stay  the  proylsions  of  a  Deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  issued  to  the  Tenneco  Oil 
Company  on  December  8,  1976.  pending  a 
determination  of  an  Appeal  of  that  Decision 
which  Kershaw  had  filed.  Tenneco  Oil  Co..  4 
FEA  Par.  83.229  (December  8,  1976).  In  con¬ 
sidering  the  Kershaw  request,  the  FEA  found 
that  although  the  firm  had  asserted  that  it 
would  incur  an  irreparable  injury  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  stay  relief.  Kershaw  had  not  pro- 
vided'any  evidence  to  support  this  assertion 
and  had  not  even  attempted  to  describe  the 
nature  or  extent  of  the  alleged  Irreparable 
injury.  Accordingly,  the  FEA  concluded  that 
Kershaw  had  failed  to  satisfy  any  of  the  cri¬ 
teria  under  which  a  stay  might  properlv  be 
granted,  and  the  FEA  denied  the  firm's 
request. 

Earl  IV.  Sander;  Emporia,  Kan.;  FES-ltOS; 

Crude  Oil- 

Earl  W.  Sauder  (Sauder)  filed  an  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Stay  of  a  Remedial  Order  which  wtis 
issued  to  him  by  PEA  Region  Vtl  on  Novem¬ 
ber  4.  1976.  In  the  Remedial  Order,  the  PEA 
directed  Sauder  to  refund  the  revenues  which 
he  had  realized  from  charging  prices  in  excess 
of  the  applicable  celling  prices  in  sales  of 


crude  oil  which  he  produced  from  two  prop¬ 
erties  located  in  Lyon  County,  Kansas.  Sauder 
requested  a  stay  of  the  refund  requirements 
of  the  Remedial  Order  pending  a  final  deter¬ 
mination  of  an  Appeal  of  the  Remedial  Order 
which  he  had  filed  In  considering  the  appli¬ 
cation,  the  FE.\  determined  that  a  stay  was 
warranted  since  Sauder  had  raised  significant 
substantive  i-ssues  in  his  Appeal  concerning 
the  findings  contained  in  the  Remedial  Or¬ 
der.  and  had  also  .shown  that  he  could  experi¬ 
ence  an  Irreparable  injury  if  he  were  forced 
to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Reme¬ 
dial  Order  by  immediately  refunding  the  to¬ 
tal  amount  of  the  overcharges.  See  General 
Crude  Oil  Co.,  3  FE.4  Par.  85,040  (June  25, 
1976).  However,  the  PEA  al.so  found  that  the 
generally  applicable  requirement  of  an  escrow 
account  should  apply  In  this  case  since 
Sauder  had  failed  to  demonstrate  that  he 
would  be  Irreparably  injured  if  he  were  re¬ 
quired  to  place  the  funds  which  represented 
the  overcharges  into  an  escrow  account  pend¬ 
ing  a  final  determination  on  his  Appeal. 
Therefore,  the  FEA  stayed  the  provisions  of 
the  Remedial  Order  subject  to  the  condition 
that  Sauder  place  the  disputed  funds  into  an 
escrow  account.  - 

Supplemental  Orders 

Hudson  Oil  Co.,  Midland  Cooperatives,  Inc.; 

Washington,  D.C.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.; 

FEX-0112;  Crude  Oil  and  Covered  Prod~ 

ucts. 

On  December  20,  1976.  the  FEA  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  the  Hudson  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  (Hudson)  and  Midland  Cooperatives, 
Inc.  (Midland)  in  which  it  granted  various 
types  of  relief  in  order  to  facilitate  a  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  by  Hud.son  of  Midland's 
Cushing,  Oklahoma  refinery.  Hudson  Oil  Co.; 

Midland'  Cooperatives.  Inc.  4  FEA  Par. _ 

(December  20,  1976).  In  a  subsequent  sub- 
mi.ssion,  Hud.son  claimed  that  the  December 
20.  1976  Decision  created  an  unintended  Im- 
nediment  to  the  proposed  refinery  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  requiring  Hudson  to  “'borrow”  Mld- 
land  s  banked  costs  for  the  purpose  of  cal¬ 
culating  its  maximum  perml.s«lble  prices  dur¬ 
ing  the  first  month  in  which  Hudson  operates 
the  refinery,  and  then  requiring  Hudson  to 
“  pay  back”  the  total  dollar  amount  of  Mid¬ 
land's  banked  costs  which  it  uses  during  the 
first  month  over  the  remaining  rt  months  of 
the  first  year  in  which  Hudson  operates  the 
refinery.  In  order  to  eliminate  any  undue  ad¬ 
verse  effects  of  the  "pay  back”  provision,  the 
FEA  modified  the  December  20  Decision  to 
eliminate  the  requirement  that  Hudson  re¬ 
fund  the  amount  of  Midland's  banked  costs 
which  it  u.se8  to  calculate  its  maximum  al¬ 
lowable  prices  during  the  first  month  in 
which  it  operates  the  refinery. 

Hudson  Oil  Co.,  Midland  Cooperatives.  Inc.; 

Washington.  DC..  Minneapolis  Minn.; 

FEX-0I14:  Crude  Oil  and  Covered  Prod¬ 
ucts. 

On  January  12  1977,  the  FEA  issued  a 
Supplemental  Order  to  the  Hudson  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  (Hudson)  and  Midland  Cooperatives, 
Inc.  (Midland)  which  modified  a  previous 
Decision  which  was  issued  to  the  firms  on 
December  20,  1976  for  the  purpose  of  faclli- 
tlng  a  proposed  acquisition  by  Hudson  of 
Midland's  Cushing.  Oklahoma  refinery.  Hud¬ 
son  Oil  Co.;  Midland  Cooperatives.  Inc.,  4 
FE.4  Par. _ (January  12.  1977);  and  Hud¬ 

son  Oil  Co.;  Midland  Cooperatives.  Inc.,  4 
FEA  Par. _ (December  20.  1976).  Subse¬ 

quent  to  the  Issuance  of  the  Supplemental 
Order,  Hudson  submitted  a  further  Petition 
and  new  factual  material  in  which  It  con¬ 
tended  that  even  though  its  long  range 
marketing  strategy  was  to  supply  the  prod¬ 
ucts  from  the  Cu'hlng  refinery  to  its  own 
retail  outlets,  its  short  range  plan  during 
its  first  month  of  operations  was  to  sell 


motor  gasoline  from  the  refinery  at  wholesale 
“'rack”  prices  to  the  open  market.  In  consid¬ 
ering  the  Hudson  submission,  the  FE.A  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  December  20  Decision,  as 
modified  by  the  January  12,  1977  Supple¬ 
mental  Order,  should  be  further  modified  in 
order  to  specify  the  manner  in  «  hich  Hudson 
should  calculate  its  maximum  allowable 
prices  for  covered  products  sold  to  its  whole¬ 
sale  rack  class  of  purchaser  in  its  first  month 
In  which  it  operated  the  refinery. 

Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
following  a  statement  by  the  applicant  in¬ 
dicating  that  the  relief  requested  was  no 
longer  needed; 

City  of  Long  Beach;  Long  Beach,  Calif.;  FEE- 
3227. 

Scarsdale  Fuel  Oil  Co.,  Inc.;  Scarsdale,  N.Y., 
FEE-3570. 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
on  the  grounds  that  the  relief  requested  was 
no  longer  appropriate: 

EDG.  Inc.;  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  FEE-3195. 
Linden’s  Propane,  Inc.;  Elyria,  Ohio:  FES- 
0046. 

Temporary  Stays 

The  following  Applications  for  Temporary 
Stav  were  granted  on  the  grounds  that  the 
applicants  had  made  a  compelling  showing 
that  temporary  stav  relief  was  necessary  to 
prevent  an  irreparable  injury: 

Columbia  LNG  Corp.;  Wilmington,  Del., 
FST—0026. 

Columbia  LNG  Corp.;  Wilmington,  Del., 
FST-0027. 

Commomcealth  Natural  Gas  Corp.;  Lynch¬ 
burg.  Va.;  FST-00211. 

Piedmont  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Greensboro,  N.C.: 
FST-0029. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these  Deci¬ 
sions  and  Orders  are  available  in  the 
Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of  Pri¬ 
vate  Grievances  and  Redress.  Room  B- 
120.  2000  M  Street.  N.W..  Washington, 
D.C.  20401,  Mondav  through  Friday,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  1;00  p.m.  and  5:00 
p.m.,  e.s.t..  except  Federal  holidays.  They 
are  also  available  in  Energv  Manage¬ 
ment:  Federal  Energv  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  sloose  leaf  re¬ 
porter  system. 

Eric  J.  Fygi, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

March  13,  1977, 

(FR  Doc.77-7857  Filed  3-14-77:2:01  p.m.] 


CASES  FILED  W'TH  THE  OFFICE  OF 
EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Week  of  February  4  Through 
February  11, 1977 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  February  4  through  February 
11,  1977,  the  appeals  and  applications 
for  exception  or  other  relief  listed  in 
the  Appendix  to  this  Notice  were  filed 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion’s  Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals. 

Under  the  FEA’s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions,  10  CFR,  Part  205,  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  FEA  action 
sought  in  such  cases  may  file  with  the 
FEA  written  comments  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  within  ten  days  of  service  of  no¬ 
tice,  as  prescribed  in  the  procedural 
regulations.  For  purposes  of  those  regu¬ 
lations.  the  date  of  ser\’ice  of  notice  shall 
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be  deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of  this  Notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by 
an  aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice,  whichever  occurs  first. 


March  13.  1977. 


Eric  J.  Pyci, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 


Appe.ndix. — List  of  cases  received  htj  the  Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals,  week  of  Feh.  k 

through  Feh.  11,  uni 


Date  N.'ime  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No.  Type  of  submission 


Feb.  4,1977  Pester  Refining  Co.;  American  Pefrofina,  Inc.  (If  FEX-0118 
granted;  Pester  Refining  Co.  would  receive  addi¬ 
tional  exception  relief  in  connection  with  its  pro¬ 
posed  acijuisition  of  the  El  Dorado  relinery  from 
American  Petrofina,  Inc.) 

Do . Shell  Oil  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.  (If  granted:  FEA’s  FEA-1182 

Nov.  5.  1976,  order  issued  to  the  Oulf  Oil  Corp. 
would  be  rescinded  and  t  he  Shell  Oil  Co.  would 
not  be  assigned  to  supply  former  Gulf  customers 
With  petroleum  products.) 

Do . Sklar  A  Phillips  Oil  Co.,  Shreveport,  La.  (If  granted;  FRA-1181 

FEA’s  Dec.  17,  1976,  remedial  order  would  be  re¬ 
scinded  and  Sklar  &  Phil]i|:>s  Oil  Co.  would  not  be 
required  to  make  refunds  to  the  Scurlock  Oil  Co. 
for  apparent  overchaiges  made  in  crude  oil  sales.) 

Feb.  7,1977  Boutin  A  Sons,  Lewiston,  Maine  (If  granted.  Boutin  FEE-3635 
&  Sons  would  be  assigned  a  new,  lower  priced  sup¬ 
plier  of  motor  gasohne  to  replace  its  base-period 
supplier,  C.  N.  Brown.) 

Do . Breckenridge  Ga.soline  C?o.,  Breckenridge.  Tex.  (If  FXE-3C36 

granted:  Breckenridge  Gasoline  Co.  would  receive 
an  extension  of  tlie  cxcepUon  relief  granted  in  the  FXE-3639 
FEA's  Aug.  19,  1976,  decision  and  order  and  would 
be  permitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  reflect  non¬ 
product  cost  increases  in  excess  of  $O.OO.Vgal  for 
natural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at  its  Elias- 
ville  and  Lodi  plants.) 

Do .  Green's  Fuel  Gas  Co.,  Burlington,  N.C.  (If  granted;  FEE-3637 

tirwn's  Fuel  Gas  Co.,  would  be  permitted  to  supply 
pro|>aue  to  industrial  end-users  to  relieve  the  current 
energy  emergency  and  would  not  be  required  to 
include  those  volumes  of  propane  in  the  calculation 
of  its  weighted  average  cost  of  product  in  inventory 
to  detenninc  its  selling  prices  to  residential  cus¬ 
tomers.) 

Do . II.  A  K.  Oil  Co.,  Yankton,  8.  Dak.  (If  granted:  FRA-1184 

FEA’s  Jan.  21,  1977,  remedial  order  would  be  re-  FRS-llM 
scinded  and  the  H.  A  K.  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  rc- 
<)uircd  to  refund  previous  overcharges  made  on  sales 
of  No.  2  heating  oil  to  the  University  of  South 
Dakota. 

Do . Irving  Oil  Corp.,  Boston,  Mass.  (If  granted:  Irving  FPI-OIOS 

Oil  Co.  would  be  permitted  to  import  6(H),(iOO  bbl  of 
finished  petroleum  products  during  the  allocation 
period  May  1.  1976,  through  Apr.  30,  1977,  on  a 
license-fee-free  basis.) 

Do . Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If  granted:  FXA-11&3 

FEA’s  Jan.  44,  1977,  decision  and  order  would  be 
rescinded  and  the  Mobil  Oil  Corp.  would  not  be 
assigned  as  a  supplier  of  motor  gasoline  to  the  Ash¬ 
land  Oil  Co.  of  California.)  . 

Do . Nothstein  Ford,  Inc.,  Kuutwn,  Pa.  (If  granted:  FEE-3634 

Nothstein  Ford,  Inc.,  would  be  assigned  a  new 
lower  priced  supplier  of  motor  gasoline  to  replace 
its  base  period  supplier,  Texaco,  Inc.) 

Do _ Shell  Oil  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.  (If  granted:  FEA’s  FES-0061 

Jan.  28,  1977,  assignment  order  would  be  rescinded 
and  the  Shell  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to 
supply  the  Time  Oil  Co.  with  10.066,296  gal  of  motor 
gasohne  annually.) 

Do . Texas  American  Oil  Corp.,  Midland,  Tex.  (If  granted:  FEX-0119 

The  Slay  of  Texas  American  Oil  Corp.’s  obligation 
under  sec.  211.67  to  refund  revenues  from  the  sale 
of  entillenienls  would  remain  in  effect  until  a  final 
determination  on  its  appeal  from  a  decision  and 
order  is.sued  to  (he  firm  on  Dec.  16,  1976.) 

Feb.  8, 1977...  Buck  Drilling.!'  Exploration,  Oklalioma  City,  Okla.  FRA-llS.-! 

(If  granted:  FEA’s  Jan.  2.5,  1977.  remedial  order  FKS-llSo 
would  be  rescinded  and  Buck  Drilling  A  Explnra- 
tio:i  would  not  be  required  to  refund  previous  over- 
chai-ges  made  on  sales  of  crude  oil  produced  from  the 
Crosswhite  No.  1  and  the  Luckinbill  No.  1 
properties.) 

Do . Heirs  of  n.  W.  Regester,  Corsicana,  Tex.  (If  granted;  FEE-3638 

The  heirs  of  H.  W.  Regester  would  be  permitted  to 
increase  their  prices  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  in¬ 
creases  in  excess  of  SO.OO.'i.'gal  fur  natural  gas  liquid 
products  produced  at  the  Prentice  plant.) 

Feb.  9,1977  Commonwi^th  of  Virginia,  Richmond,  Va.  (If  FPI-0109 
granted:  Commonwealth  of  Virginia  would  during 
the  current  allocation  period  be  permitted  to  import 
180.(XI0  bbl  of  No.  2  heating  oil  on  a  license-fee-free 
basis  to  provide  an  alternative  source  of  supply 
during  the  current  heating  season  if  normal  com¬ 
mercial  supplies  become  unavailable. 

Do _  Fagadau,  Sanford  P.,  Dallas,  'Tex.  (If  granted:  San-  FXE-3641 

ford  P.  Fagadau  would  receive  an  extension  of  the 
relief  granted  in  the  FEA’s  Dec.  28,  1976.  decision 
and  order  and  would  be  permitted  to  increase  his 
prices  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess 
of  lO.IXVi/gal  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  produced 
at  the  Blucgrove  plant.) 

Do . Pyramid  Corp.,  Inc.,  Wicliita,  Kans.  (If  granted;  FEE-3640 

Pyramid  Corp.,  Inc.’s  Pascoe  A  and  Pascoc  B 
lea.ses  would  be  retroactively  classified  as  stripper 
well  properties.) 


Request  for  supplemental 
reUef  in  Pester  Re  lining 
Co.;  American  Petrofina, 

Inc.,  4  FEA  par . 

(Jan.  31.  1977). 

Appeal  of  FEA  order  dated 
Nov.  S.  1976,  issued  to  the 
Gulf  Oil  Corp. 


Appeal  of  FEA  region  Vi’s 
remedial  order  dated 
Dec.  17,  1976. 


Exception  to  change  base 
period  supplier  (sec.  211.9). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Breckenridge 
Gasoline  Co..  4  FEA  par. 
83,044  (Aug.  19,  1976). 


Exception  to  mandatory 
pi'troleum  price  regulations 
(pt.  212). 


Appeal  of  FEA  region  VTII’s 
remedial  order  dated  Jan. 
21,  1977;  stay  requested. 


Exception  from  base  fee 
requirements  (pt.  213) 


Appeal  of  decision  and  order 
in  Ashland  Oil  Co.  of 
California,  4  FEA  par. 
. (Jan.  14.  1977). 

Exception  to  change  base 
period  supplier  (sec.  211.9). 


Request  for  stay  of  assign¬ 
ment  order  issued  Jan.  28, 


Modification  of  decision  and 
order  in  Texas  American 
(Jil  Corp.,  4  FEA  par. 
JJaii.  18,  1977). 


Appeal  of  FEA  region  Vi’s 
remedial  order  dated  Jan. 
25,  1977,  stay  requested. 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.165). 


Exception  from  base  fee 
requirements  (pt.  213). 


Extension  of  relief  granted  in 
Sanford  P.  Fagadau,  4 

FEA  par . (Dec.  28, 

1976). 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.73). 
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Dftte 

Nanif  and  loration  of  apitlicant 

Cm*  No. 

Tjrpe  of  sulmiission 

Feb.  10.WT7 

Boston  Ga.«  Co..  Wa.obington.  P.C.  (.K  granted: 
Boston  Uas  Co.  would  contliine  to  teceire  propane 
for  use  as  a  feedstock  In  its  8N  (■  pl.'int  pending  a 
decisiun  ott  an  application  wliicli  the  linn  t;(ed  pur. 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  H'  f  KR  I’ll.Jn.) 

FXE-»Kti 

Extensioii  of  relief  giontexl  in 
Boston  Gas  Co..  4  FE.A 
pur . (Jan.  is.  I',i77). 

To.. . 

Dow  Chemical  ilmi'ton.  Ti  \.  (If  gronti-d: 

Crude  oil  produced  f'oni  wells  wliicIi  Dow  Cheiuiral 
C.S.A.  propos*'<l  to  dull  on  the  Dow  Chemical  i> 
and  Schwing  B-:t  piO|vriics  Uvatisl  in  Ihenrllie. 
I'arish,  l.a..  would  lie  sold  at  uiiisr  tier  cviliug 
pikes.) 

KF.E-3id3 

Price  cxci'fition  s,v.  212.73  . 

Do . 

F.statc  of  Gt-oige  H.  Coates.  l»aila,s.  Tev.  If  gianted: 
Estate  of  George  li.  Coates  would  nreive  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  tlie  exe**ption  relief  gianted  in  the  KE.A’s 
Xov.  1!'.  ISiTtl.  dei  ision  and  older  and  would  lie  }>er- 
niilled  to  iucreass’  piiei-s  to  ivlhs-t  i'.nn{>ioduct  cs>st 
increases  in  excess  of  ^MSIA  cal  lor  nulmal  gas  liquid 
products  prodiK'cd  at  the  Jay  Slmmous  plant.) 

KXE  3IV47 

Extension  of  exception  relief 
gianted  In  i-state  of  George 
H.  Coates.  4  FE.A  giar. 
83,l*t4  (Nov.  in,  l‘»7C.t. 

Do . 

K:<gudau.  Sunfoi  J  1’..  Di  11. i*.  Tex.  If  grantesl:  itan- 
ford  P.  F:igad:iU  would  ifeeive  uii  •X'eiis.ou  of  file 
exeeptiim  relief  gvar.ie.t  Ml  tile  I'K.Vs  Nov.  12. 
I'.i76.  ilts  ision  and  oiti.  r  and  would  iienniiled  to 
increas*'  his  priies  io  refeei  noniiroduet  eost  iii- 
|•rel»se8  in  exeess  of  'i'. in  tal  foi  m.lural  gas 

IhlUld  (iroduets  |.ri  dined  ..1  the  Mar.'.tla  rasoliie 
phmt.) 

FNE  .ftltf 

Extension  of  relief  gi  unli  d  in 
Sanford  P.  Fagadau.  4 
FE.\  par.  Sf.lSii  iNov.  12. 
1976). 

Do . 

Metiraw-Hill  l*nl  liealiuns  Co..  W r.sl.'.uginn.  D.C. 

1  If  grunted:  KF.Vs  Jan.  1. 1''77.  iidoimatioii  rei|Uist 
deni.il  would  he  lesi-inded  and  ll.e  Mel  iraW-liill 
Pulilicalions  t  o.  would  neeive  aeeess  to  the  doi-u- 
TliPIlt  J.reMOUSly  deiiiei'.i 

KF.\  nwi 

Apiical  of  1  FA  information 
reijui  St  denial  dated  Jan.  4. 
W77. 

Do . 

PlaifUeiniiii'S  <*il  Sules  t  nip..  H<  lie  Cl  ajs<".  la.  If 
grunted:  I’laiiueinines  oil  Sales  t  mp.  would  ri*- 
eeiveastay  of  Ihciviiuiremeiusofl  lie  KE.\  s  June  7. 
P)7ii.  rciuiKtial  order  and  would  iiol  Ite  riMiuiredJo 
ri'fund  alleged  oveicliarges  uiade  nil  sales  of  No.  2 
diesel  fuel  pending  u  t'.ual  determiiialinii  of  ils  iM  li- 
liou  for  judicial  review  tiled  in  the  1  .S.  Disiriei 
Conn  for  the  Ea.sierii  Disliiet  of  I.oui.danii.) 

KRS  (ttyo 

RcH|uest  fur  slay  of  FF.A 
region  VT’s  remedial  onler 
datiHl  June  7,  1970. 

Do . 

Propane  Kcs<'rve«.  Inc..  Tul«a.  ogla.  ilf  granted: 
KE.\'s  Jan.  13.  l!'77,  reliiediiil  nriier  would  1  e  re- 
seiuded  and  Propane  lle.n'rves.  Ii  would  not  1  c 

reiiuin'rl  to  refund  alleged  ovcrehuii  es  ti  ode  on 
sales  of  proi  anc.i 

FRA-Jptii 

Appi'ul  of  FEA  riaiioii  \  I's 
remedial  order  dated 
Jan.  13.  1977. 

Do . 

Red  Triangle  (.11  Co..  Sun  Kraiaisio,  Calif.  'If 
gruiiteil:  KK.A's  Nov.  I!*7t'.  order  relieving  the 

tiUlfUilCurp.  of  .supply  r«>i(uireineiilsiu  the  western 
region  would  lie  resi  iiideil  and  l  he  Red  Triangle  Di! 
t'o.  would  eoiitiniie  to  ris  «  ivc  its  t.a.«e  period  use  of 
pi'troleum  proilueis  from  the  t iiilt  Dll  Corp.) 

FEA  IISS 
FES  lls8 

.Appeal  of  FE.k  order  dated 
Nov.  .1,  19711,  issued  to  the 
Gulf  4>il  Conn;  stay  re¬ 
quested. 

Do . 

■Siiiith.  Eddli'  L.  iforinerly  doing  1  usiiirss  as  Ring- 
wood  Propane),  Kiiigwood,  Dklu.  (If  granted: 
FEA’s  Jan.  31,  1077.  r.-medial  order  would  he  re¬ 
scinded  and  Eddie  I..  Smith  ifonncriy  doing  hnsi- 
iiess  ixs  Riiigwooil  1  ro|>ane)  would  not  lie  najuired 
Io  refund  alleged  overehargi  s  made  on  sales  of  pro¬ 
pane  and  diesel  fuel.) 

FHA-11S7 

FRS-llb7 

Appeal  of  FEA  rigioii  \  I's 
remedial  order  dated  Jan. 
31, 1977:  stay  re<|uested. 

Do . 

Texas  Pacilic  Dil  Co..  Ine..  Dallas,  Tex.  ilf  gmntial: 
Texas  Pacilic  Dil  Co.,  liic..  w  ould  Ic  pi  miitted  to 
iucrcasi-  its  prici-sioreHiat  ■loiifH'iwlui  t  cost  iiicrcaaes 
111  excess  of  SO.ntl'i  gal  for  natural  gas  lii|uid  protlacts 
firoilucetl  at  the  .\ilenasas  plunt.) 

FEE  3«4.i 

Price  eXi-eption  IMH-.  212.1IV1). 

IFR  Doc.77-8241  Piled  3-15-77:5:02  pmj 


CASES  FILED  WITH  THE  OFFICE  OF 
EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Week  of  February  1 1  Through 
February  18,  1977 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  February  11  through  February 
18,  1977,  the  appuds  and  applications  for 
exception  or  other  relief  listed  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  Notice  were  hied  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Administration’s 
OfBce  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals. 

Under  the  PEA’s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions,  10  CFR.  Part  205,  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  FEA  action 


sought  in  such  cases  may  file  with  the 
FEA  written  comments  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  within  ten  days  of  service  of  notice, 
as  prescribed  in  the  procedural  regula¬ 
tions.  For  purposes  of  those  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  date  (rf  publication  of 
this  Notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice,  which¬ 
ever  occurs  first. 

Eaic  J.  Fyci. 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

March  13, 1977. 
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Appkvdix.- 

Date 

f>i..  ii.iurr 

Do 

Do  _ 

Do . 

Do _ 

Feb.  M,ly77 

Do _ 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Feb.  ir.,1977 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . . 


TAKt  of  rases  rereit'^ed  by  the  Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals,  week  of 
Feb.  It  through  Feb.  18,  1977 


Name  and  location  of  applicant  f’ase  Xo.  Type  of  submission 


Jtcacon  (iiisoline  Co.,  Wasbinpton,  D.C.  (If  granted:  FXK  ♦'•is 
fU^acon  (lasoline  Co.  would  receive  an  extension  of 
tlic  exception  relief  granted  in  the  FEA’s  Dec.  23, 

1076,  decision  and  order  and  would  be  permitted  to 
increase  its  prices  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  in- 
i  reasc-s  in  excess  of  $0.(K)5/gal  for  natural  gas  liquid 
products  produced  at  its  Minden  plant.) 

Linden’s  Propane.  Inc.,  La  (Irangc,  Ohio.  (Ifgranted:  FEX-ixen 
FE.\’s  Jan.  13,  1977,  decision  and  order  would  Im‘ 
niodiried  with  respect  to  the  distribution  of  the  funds 
in  the  escrow  account  established  by  Linden’s  Tro- 
pane,  Inc.) 

McCulloi-h  (ias  Processing  Corp.,  Washington,  D.C.  FXFi-Wwin — 
(ifgranted:  McCulloch  tias  Pror-essing  ('orp.  would  FX E-SttVi 
leciivc  an  extension  of  the  excription  relief  granted 
in  the  FEA’s  Oct.  1, 1976,  and  Dw.  29, 1976,  decision 
and  orders  and  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its 
pric-es  to  reflr-ct  nonproduct  co.st  increases  in  exc«‘s.s 
of  $(MKt5,gaI  fur  natural  gas  liquid  products  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  following  natural  gas  plants:  Relic  ' 

Foun'he,  Fairview,  (lillettc,  Jamison  Prong. 

Oedekoven,  and  W’ell  Draw.) 

Texas  PaciUc  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  Dallas,  Tex.  (If  granted:  FEE-;il>.i6 
Texas  Pacific  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  would  be  iiermitted  to  FEE -3667 
increase  its  prices  to  reflerl  non  product  cost  increasr's 
in  excess  of  W.(iU.Vgal  for  natutal  gas  liquid  products 
at  the  Euville  and  Laverne  natural  gas  processing 
plants.) 

Universe  Oil  Co.,  Carteret,  N.J.  (If  granted:  Uni-  FEE-3649 
verse  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to  tile  form 
P112-M-1  (No.  2  heating  oil/price  monitoring  re¬ 
port!  with  the  Federal  Energy  Administration.) 
tiulf  Oil  Corp.,  Tulsa,  Okla.  (If  granted:  FEA’s  FX.\.-ll'.iO 
Jan.  6,  1977,  decision  and  order  would  lie  rescinded 
and  the  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  would  lie  authorized  to 
furnish  Mid-Michigan  ’Truck  Serviw:.  Inc.,  with  its 
base-^riod  use  of  petroleum  products  through  a 
sulxslitute  supplier  arrangement.) 

Les  K.  Hanson,  Inc.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  (If  granted:  FKA-1191 
FEA’s  Feb.  2,  1977,  remedial  order  would  lie  re-  FRS-1191 
scinded  and  Les  K.  Hanson.  Inc.,  would  not  be 
lequircd  to  refund  alleged  overchaigcs  made  on 
sales  of  motor  gasoline  and  die.-4'l  fuel.) 

Sabre  Kefining,  Inc.,  Bakersfield,  Calif.  (It  granted  FEX-0120 
Sabre  Kefining,  Inc.,  would  not  b«‘  required  to 
purchase  entitlements  to  offset  excessive  lienefits 
received  as  a  result  of  exception  lelief  granted  in 
1976.) 

Standard  Oil  Co.  (Indiana),  Chicago.  III.  (Ifgranted:  FEE-3659 
Standard  Oil  Co.  (Indiana)  would  be  permitted  to  FEE-3863 
increase  its  prices  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases 
in  excess  of  $0.(l05/gal  for  natural  gas  Uquid  products 
produced  at  the  following  natur^  gas  plants:  Kins- 
ler,  Levelland,  Slaughter,  South  Uillock,  and  South 
Pecan  Lake.) 

Texaco,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex.  (Ifgranted:  Texaco,  Inc.,  FEE-3666 
would  lie  permitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  reflect  FEE-3667 
nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess  of  $0.(KI5/gaI  for 
natural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at  the  Blessing 
gas  plant  and  the  Paradis  gas  plant.) 

Ashland  Gil  Co.  of  California,  Washington,  D.C.  (If  FXA-1193 
granted:  FEA’s  Jan.  14,  1977,  decision  and  order 
would  lie  rescinded  and  the  Ashland  Oil  Co.  of 
C^alifornia  would  be  assigned  a  new.  lower  priced 
supplier  of  motor  gasoline  for  its  entire  bii.se-|K“riod 
us*-.) 

Champlin  Petredeum  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  (If  FXE-3708 
granted:  Champlin  Petroleum  Co.  would  receive  an  FXE-3704 
extension  of  the  exception  relief  granted  in  the 
FEA’s  Dec.  19,  1976,  decision  and  order  and  would 
l)e  pennitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  reflect  non¬ 
product  cost  increases  in  excess  of  Ml.ddVgal  fur 
natural  eas  liquid  products  produced  at  the  Gulf 
Plains  plant  and  the  Witcher  plant.) 

Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  Amarillo,  Tex.  (Ifgranted:  FXE-3706 
Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.  would  receive  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  exception  relief  granted  in  the  FEA’s 
Sept.  21. 1976,  decision  and  order  and  would  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  reflect  nonproduct 
cost  increases  in  excess  of  $U.UU5'gul  for  natural  gas 
liquid  products.) 

Dixie  Gas,  Inc.,  Marks,  Miss.  (If  grant«d:  Dixie  (ias,  FEE-3669 
Inc.,  would  be  permitted  to  reflect  certain  additional 
nonproduct  cost  increases  in  its  prices  for  propane 
during  the  period  Sept.  1,  1973,  through  Mar.  31, 

1974.) 

Getty  Oil  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If  granted:  Getty  FXE-3701)— 
Oil  Co.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the  exception  FXE-3702 
relief  granted  in  the  FEA’s  Dec.  3, 1976,  decision  and 
order  and  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its  prices 
to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess  of 
t0.006/ml  for  natural  gas  liriuid  products  produc4<d 
at  the  x'ermilion  plant,  the  West  Bernard  plant,  and 
the  Yates  plant.) 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  Tulsa.  Okla.  (If  granU-d:  Gulf  Oil  FXE-367»— 
Corp.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the  exception  FXE-3672 
relid  granted  in  FEA’s  Dec.  30,  1976,  decision  and 
order  and  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its  prices 
to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess  of 
$0.005/gal  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  produced 
at  its  Aralea.  Milfay,  and  Sand  Hills  processing 
plants.) 


Extonsion  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Beacon  Gasoline 

('o.,  4  FE.\,  par.  _ 

(Dec.  23,  1976). 


Modifleatian  of  diH-isiun  and 
order  in  Linden’s  Propane, 

Inc.,  4  FEA,  par . 

(Jan.  13, 1977). 

Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  McCulloch  Gas 
Processing  Corp.,  4  FEA 
par.  83,127  (Oct.  1,  1976); 
AleCulloch  Gas  Processing 

Corp.,  4  FEA  par . 

(Ib-e.  29,  1976). 


Price  exe<-|>t ion  (see.  121.16.S). 


Exeejrtion  to  re|iorting  re¬ 
quirement  (k-c.  211.1^). 


Apiteal  of  a  decision  and 
order  in  Mid-Michigan 
Truck  Service,  Inc.,  4  FEA 
IKir . (Jan.  6, 1977). 


Appeal  of  FF;A’s  region  V”s 
remeiliul  order  dated 
Feb.  2,  1977. 


Supplemental  order  to  de¬ 
cision  and  order  in  Sabre 
Kefiniug,  Inc.,  4  FEA  par. 
88,010  (July  16,  1976). 

Price  exception  (sec.  212.165). 


Do. 


Appeal  of  decision  and  order 
in  Ashland  Oil  Co.  of 
Califoniia,  4  FEA  par. 
. (Jan.  14, 1977). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Champlin  Pe¬ 
troleum  Co.,  4  FEA  par. 
83,235  (Dec.  16,  1976). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Diamond  Sham¬ 
rock  Corp.,  4  FEA  par* 
83,101  (Sept.  21,  1976). 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.93); 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Getty  Oil  Co., 
4  FEA  par.  83,216  (Dee.  3, 
1976). 


Extension  of  FEA’s  excep¬ 
tion  relief  granted  lu  Otnf 
Oil  Coro.,  4  FEA  par* 
. (Dec.  30, 1976). 
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Sato  Name  ud  )oc«t1oii  «f  applicant  OMaNs;  Type  «f  subniMoa 


!>• _ HaUiborton  Co.A'eesds  Oaa  Processing  Co.,  Denver, 

Colo.  (U granted;  Halliburton  Co. ;  Vessels  Oaa  Proo> 
easing  Co.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the  relief 
granted  in  the  FEA's  Dec.  28,  1976,  decision  and 
order  and  would  be  permitted  to  increase  its  pricee 
to  reflect  uonproduct  cost  increases  in  excees  of 
|0.00.'>'gat  for  natural  gas  products  produced  at  the 
Irnndair  plant.! 

Do . Mar-Lo«’  Corp.,  Lafayette,  La.  (IfgrantiHl:  Crude  oil 

produced  from  Mar-lx)w  f\>rp.'s  Orand  Lake  Field 
located  in  Cameron  Parish,  La.,  aould  be  sold  at 
upper  tier  ceiling  prices.) 

Do . Mobil  Oil  Corp..  New  York.  X.Y.  ilf  granted:  Mobil 

Oil  Corp.  would  be  permit  t*^!  to  incr»'a.«e  its  pricee 
to  rrfle«'t  iioniiroduct  cost  increaiic.s  in  excess  of 
St).iit).'>  gal  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  i>roduced  at 
its  CauL-uvo.  Slaughter,  and  Toca  plants.) 

Do _ Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  New  York.  N.Y.  (If  granted:  Mobil 

Oil  Corp.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the  excep¬ 
tion  relief  granted  in  the  FEA's  S<‘pt.  29,  1976,  and 
Oct.  22,  1976,  dt'cisiuii  and  orders  and  would  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  rrfli>ct  nonprodnet 
cost  increases  in  excess  of  60.tXi5iga]  for  natural  gas 
liquid  products  produced  at  the  following  plants: 
Bradh-y,  Bnmell-North  Pettus,  Chitwood,  l>esde- 
monia.  Dollarliiths  Electra.  Hickok.  Kermit, 
K)'ttlenian  North  Oonie,  La  Oluri.'i.  Levelland. 
Nueces  River,  Old  Ocean,  Pegasus.  Rio  Bravo. 
Sholein  AU'cheni,  Fi>ivcy,  N'anderbilt.  and  West 
Seminole.) 

Do _ Phillips  Petroleum  Co..  Bartlesville,  Okla.  (If  grant¬ 

ed;  Crude  oil  produced  from  the  Phillips  Petroleum 
Co.’s  Hopkins  “A"  Iruse  locatt-d  in  Panola  County, 
Tex.,  would  be  sold  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices.) 

Do . Shell  Oil  Co..  Houston.  Tex.  (If  giant^;  Shell  Oil 

Co.  would  l)e  iM>rinitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  re¬ 
flect  uonproduct  cost  increa.«es  in  exi-ess  of  6n.00.Vgal 
for  natural  gas  liquid  (iroducts  produced  at  its 
Molino  plant.) 

Do . .  Southland  Oil  Co..  Savannah,  Oa.  tlfgranted:  South¬ 


land  Oil  Co.  would  be  assigned  a  new,  lower  iiricetl 
supitlier  of  moior  ga.<inline  for  the  3-nictith  (teriod 
beginning  Jan.  I,  l!i77,  to  replace  its  liasc  period 
supplier,  the  Charter  International  Oil  Co.) 

Do . State  of  Hawaii,  Honolulu.  Hawaii.  (If  granted: 

Distribulora  of  inolor  gasoline  and  diesel  fuel  in 
Hawaii  would  lie  perinittcd  to  increas*'  their  selling 
prices  beginning  Apr.  19,  1973.  to  reflect  a  3.*^  c  gal 
lneieu.se  in  the  State  licciiae  tax  <mi  tlioee  fuels.) 

Do _ Teche  Production  Co..  Inc..  Lafayette,  La.  (If 

granted;  Crude  oil  prinluced  from  T«s.-he  Production 
Co. 's  Johnson  heirs  No.  2  Well  locateil  in  t'emiilioii 
I'arisii.  La.,  would  l>e  sold  at  up|>er  tier  ceiling 
prices. ) 

Do . Triad  Oil  A-  Oas  Co.,  Im-..  Jackson,  Miss.  (IfgraiileU; 

Crude  oil  produr-eil  from  Triad  t>il  A-  Oas  Co.’s 
W.  J.  Ain.sworth  No.  1  Well  locatiKl  in  Smith  Coun¬ 
ty,  Miss.,  wouldlie  sold  at  up|ier  tier  ceiling  prices.) 

Do _ Union  Oil  Co.  of  Califoniia,  law  .Angelos,  Calif.  (If 

granted:  I'nion  Oil  Co.  of  California  would  receive 
an  extension  of  the  exception  relief  gianled  in  the 
FEA’s  Nov.  12.  1976.  decision  and  order  and  would 
be  permitted  to  increas*-  its  prici-s  to  reflect  non- 
priKluct  cost  increases  in  excess  of  sn.tsfi'gal  for 
natural  gas  li(|uid  produets  produced  at  its  Uomin- 
gui-x  and  Rio  Hraro  plants.) 

Do . Walerbory  Petroleum  Products.  Ine..  Watevbury, 

Conn.  'If  granli-d:  FEA's  Felt.  1,  19, ,.  iiifonnatlon 
rc*iucsl  denial  wonld  t>e  rrscimlrd  and  Waterlroiy 
Petrolewn  Pitalucts.  Inc..  wmiM  iec«-ive  acet-ss  to 
additiiMtal  data  ivlating  to  a  complaint  tiled  by 
Waterbniy  with  region  IX  of  the  FE-A.) 

FSb.  16,1977  Emplregtis.  Inc.  of  Wayttesville.  Lcitanon,  Mo.  (If 
granh^:  FE.A's  .Apt'.  :si,  197*'>,  division  and  order 
would  he  rescinded  and  Knipiregas,  Iiir..ofWayne»- 
vllle  would  lx-  asstgiK'd  a  in-w.  lower  trrlced  stifrplier 
of  propane  to  replace  its  Itase-period  snpiflfer,  the 
Phillips  Petroleuiu  Co.) 

Do . Mais-o,  Itv.,  Tulsa.  t)kla.  (If  granted:  kfapco,  Inc., 

would  ns-eive  an  extension  of  the  ext-eption  relief 
granted  in  the  FEA's  Uct.  Jt*.  1976,  dtvisiun  and 
order  and  would  lx-  jHVmitli-d  to  im-rease  its  prices 
to  reflect  nonprixIu<-t  cost  iia-reases  in  excess  of 
IftMKi.'gal  fig-  natural  gas  li(|UHl  |>ro<hicts  produced 
at  the  -Allonali  plant  an<l  the  Tyrone  plant.) 

Do . Standard  Oil  Co.  (Indiana),  Chicago.  III.  (Ifgranteil; 

Standard  Oil  Co.  (linitaua)  would  not  be  re<iuirr*l 
to  uac  the  se*iuenl  iai  met  htxl  for  m  ox-ery  of  product 
costs  and  nonprodii'  I  <'os!.<  during  the  period  Jan.  I, 
1973,  to  Jan.  .31.  1976.1 

Do. . Teniie*-©  Oil  Co..  Hoiidon.  Tex.  dfcranied;  Tenneco 

OU  Ca.  would  ixxwivc  a  stay  of  the  requirements  of 
the  FEA's  Feb.  2,  1977.  r*-ni»dial  onler  and  xrould 
not  be  required  to  n-fnnd  alli-g^  ovetvhsrges  wliich 
it  made  on  sales  of  motor  g:i.<oline.) 

Da. . .  Trobaugh,  Alk-n  K..  klkiluniL  Tex.  (If  granted: 

Cruda  oH  prodtKvd  fTOni  the  Bailey  lease  Well 
No.  I  locat^  ill  Ho*-kley  County,  Tex.,  wxtuld  be 
.  saM  at  upper  th-r  iviling  priciv.) 

Do. .  Union  Oil  Co.  of  California.  L<»  Angclro.  Calif.  (If 

granted:  J'liion  Oil  Co.  of  ( •allfcmia  would  he  per¬ 
mitted  to  inerease  il.«  prio-s  to  refltvt  nonigoauet 
cost  increases  in  ex*x>ss  of  fll.iSli>  gul  fur  natural  gas 
liquid  products  at  tin-  following  iiatnral  gas  plants: 
Rakke,  Bell,  Bryans  Mill,  Cadilo.  Cainrick,  Como, 
Cow  Island,  Norili  ‘Raivlie.  Steanw,  and  'T.S.MA.) 


FXE-3m 


FEE-36«j 

FEE-3673- 

FKE-367j 


FXE-3d80- 

FXE-309*. 


FEE-3668 

FEE-3676 

FEE-3664 

FEE-37()g 

FEE-36S6 

FEE-3679 

FXE-3677 

FXE-a67S 


FrA-U92 


FXA-n94 


FXE-TM 

FXE-dTll 


FEE-3708 


FRS-068B 


FEE-3707 


FBE-87»- 

FBE-87SI 


Sitansion  of  exoeptioB  leUef 
muited  in  Halliburton 
Co.;  Vessels  Qas  Prooessing 

Go.,  4  FE  A  par . 

(Dec.  28, 1976). 


Price  excepiion  (Sec.  212.73). 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.1ty>).  _ 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Mobil  Oil  Corp., 
4  FEA  par.  83,162  (Oct.  22. 
1976):  Mobil  Oil  Corp..  4 
FBA  par.  83,128  (Sept.  29, 
1976). 


Pike  exception  vsec.  212.73 

(a)). 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.1A'i). 


Excefxion  to  change  base 
perio*!  supplier  (sec.  211.9). 


Exception  from  the  manda¬ 
tory  petroleum  price 
regulations. 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.74). 


.  Price  exception  isee.  212.73). 


Extension  of  ex«.-eption  relief 

granted  in  Unlan  OU 
Company.  4  FEA  par. 
.  'Nov.  12,  1^). 


Appeal  of  FEA's  iuforma 
tion  request  denial  dated 
Feb.  1,  1977. 


Appeal  of  decision  and  order 
In  Empire  Uas  Corp.,  3 
FEA  par.  83,174  (Apr.  38, 
1976). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Mapco,  Inc., 
4  FEA  par.  83.170  (Oct.  29, 
1976). 


Price  exception  (secs.  212.82, 
212.83  and  212.87). 


Request  far  stay  of  FEA 
ngkm  Vi's  remedial  order 
dated  Feb.  2,  1977. 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.73). 


Price  eicepi ion  (sec.  212.165). 
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NOTICES 


D»to 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Case  No.  Type  of  submission 


Do .  I'liion  Oil  Co.  or  California,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If 

granted;  Union  Oil  Co.  of  California  would  receive 
an  extension  of  tbe  exception  relief  granted  in  the 
FEA’s  Nov.  12, 1976,  decision  and  order  and  would 
l)e  permitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  reflect  non- 
product  cost  increases  in  excess  of  $0.005/gal  for 
natural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  natural  gas  plants:  Adena,  Cotton  Valley, 
Oollarhide,  (iillette,  Houma,  Kettleman  Hills. 
Lisbon,  Mermentau,  Putnam  Oswego,  Santa  Maria 
Valley,  t'an,  and  Worland.) 

Feb.  17, 1977  Boyd  Oil  Corp.,  Contoocook,  N.H.  (Ifgranted:  FEA’s 
Feb.  4,  1977,  remedial  order  would  be  rescinded  and 
the  Boyd  Oil  Corp.  would  not  be  required  to  refund 
alleged  overcharges  which  it  made  on  sales  of  No.  2 
fuel  oil  and  diesel  fuel.) 

Do .  New  England  Power  t’o.,  Westliorough,  Mass.  (If 

granted:  FEA’s  Feb.  IS,  1977,  infonnation  request 
denial  would  be  rescinded  and  the  New  Eugland 
Power  Co.  would  receive  access  to  FEA  data  relat¬ 
ing  to  an  analysis  of  the  additional  costs  associated 
with  burning  coal  at  each  unit  at  NEPCO’s  Brayton 
I’oint  and  Salem  Harbor  powerplants.) 

Do . Northern  Natural  Gas  Co^Omaha,  Nebr.  (Ifgranted: 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  would  receive  an  exten¬ 
sion  oMlie  exception  relief  granUnl  in  the  FEA’s 
Sept .  30,  1976,  decision  and  order  and  would  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  increase  its  prices  to  reflect  nonproduct 
tost  increases  in  excess  of  $0.005, 'gal  for  natural  gas 
litluid  products  produced  at  the  firm’s  two  natural 
gas  processing  plants  located  in  Martin’s  County, 
Tex.) 

Do . .  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

(If  granted:  FEA  would  rescind  that  portion  of  its 
Jan.  1977,  remedial  order  which  requires  the 
Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California  to  make  adjustments 
to  its  forms  FEO  96  which  would  reduce  SOCAL’s 
Itanks  of  unrecovered  increased  product  costs  for  the 
montiis  May  through  August  1974.) 


FXE-3722- 

FXE-3733 


F  BA-119.5 
FBS-ll'.O 


FFA-n97 


FXF.-373^1 


FRA-1196 

FRS-n«.i6 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Union  Oil  Co. 
of  California,  4  FEA  par. 
M,185  (Nov.  12,  1976). 


Api>eal  of  FEA  region  I’s 
remedial  order  dated 

Feb.  4,  1977.  Stay  re¬ 
quested. 

Ap|>eal  of  FEA  information 
re(|Uest  denial  dated 

Feb.  15,  1977. 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Northern  Na¬ 
tural  Gas  Co.,  4  FEA  par. 
83,129  (Sept.  ,30,  1976). 


Appeal  of  FEA  region  IX’s 
remedial  order  dated  Jan. 
20, 1977.  Stay  requested. 


(FR  Doc.77-8242  Filed  3-15-77;5:02  pm] 


CASES  FILED  WITH  THE  OFFICE  OF  , 
EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Week  of  February  18  Through 
February  25, 1977 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  February  18  through  February 
25,  1977,  the  appeals  and  applications 
for  exception  or  other  relief  listed  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  Notice  were  filed  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Administration’s  Of¬ 
fice  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals. 

Under  the  FEA’s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions,  10  CFR,  Part  205,  any  person  who 


will  be  aggrieved  by  the  FEA  action 
sought  in  such  cases  may  file  with  the 
FEA  written  ccHnments  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  within  ten  days  of  service  of  notice, 
as  prescribed  in  the  procedural  regula¬ 
tions.  For  purposes  of  those  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  Notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  pierson  of  actual  notice,  which¬ 
ever  occurs  first. 

Eric  J.  Fygi, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

March  13,  1977. 


Appf.mhx. — TAxt  of  cas(»  rcceit-cd  bp  the  Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals,  ireek  of 
Feb.  18  throuph  Feb.  25,  J977 


Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No.  Tytie  of  submission 


Feb.  18,1977  Asamera  Oil  (U.S.),  Inc.,  Commerce  City,  Colo.  (If  FEE-37.35 
granted;  Asamera  Oil  (U.8.),  Inc.,  would  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  available  petroleum  products  to 
American  Petroflna,  Inc.,  at  the  Asamera  Com¬ 
merce  City  refinery  on  the  grounds  that  American 
Petroflna  can  fulfill  its  needs  from  its  own  expanded 
capacity.) 

Do . B.  &  D.  Oil  Co.,  Inc.;  Iron  Range  Propane  Co.,  Inc.,  FEX-0122 

Bibbing,  Mipn.  (If  granted;  The  stay  relief  granted 
in  the  FEA’s  Dec.  28, 1976,  decision  and  order  would 
be  rescinded.) 


Do . Consumers  Power  Co.,  Jackson,  Mich.  (Ifgranted;  FMR-0085 

Tbe  FEA’s  Dec.  31,  1976,  assignment  order  would 
be  modified  to  permit  Consumers  Power  Co.  to 
purchase  naphtha  as  an  SN  O  feedstock  at  its  Marys¬ 
ville,  Mich.,  SNO  i;dant.) 

Do . David  Crow,  Shreveport,  La.  (If  granted;  The  stay  FEX-0121 

approved  in  the  FEA's  Jan.  12, 1977,  decision  and 
order  would  be  vacated.) 

Do . Kathol  Petroleum,  Ine.,  Kearney,  Mo.  (If  granted;  FXA-1201 

FEA’s  Dec.  16,  1976,  decision  and  order  would  be 
modified  to  pkmit  Kathol  Petroleum,  Inc.,  to 
retroactively  increase  prices  to  reflect  nonproduct 
cost  increases  in  excess  of  $0.005/gal  for  natural  gas 
liquid  products.) 


Exception  to  change  sup¬ 
pliers. 


Simplemental  order  to 
FEA’s  decision  and  order 
in  B.  &  D.  Oil  Co.,  Inc.; 
Iron  Range  Propane  Co., 

Inc.,  5  FEA  par.  _ 

Dec.  28, 1976). 

Modification  of  FEA’s  Dec. 
31,  1976,  assignment  order. 


Supplemental  order  to 
FEA’s  decision  and  order 


in  David  Crow,  S  FEA 
par . (Jan.  12  1977). 

Appeal  of  FEA's  deoision 
and  order  in  Kathol  Petro¬ 
leum,  Inc.,  4  FEA  par. 
. (Dec.  16, 1976). 
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NOTICES 
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V«b.  at,  1977 


Do . 

Do . 

Do...'. 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Feb.  23,1977 

Do . 


Name  ami  locaiioii  of  appiK'ant 


Com  No.  Typo  of  submMon 


Atlantic  Kichlicld  Co.,  Dallas,  Tei.  (If  Kianted:  FXS-8747- 
Atlaotic  Richfield  Co.  would  receive  an  citonsion  FXB-STdS 
of  the  relief  granted  in  FEA’s  decisloiis  and  orders 
which  would  permit  the  linn  to  increase  its  prices 
to  reflect  nou|>rodlirt  cost  increases  in  escess  of 
10.005/^1  (or  natural  gas  Hquid  products  prodlioed 
at  its  Convington,  Crane,  Dayton,  Drumright,  East 
Village  Mills,  Eldorado,  Longview,  McKamie,  Mid¬ 
land,  North  Cowden,  Nueces  River,  0)ai  Timber, 

Price,  Riverton  Dome,  Robetoa  n.  ^minoW,  8il.<- 
bee,  tipivey  and  Stevens-CaUdon  plants.) 

Relridge  Oil  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calli.  (If  granted:  Bel-  FXE  3740 
ridge  Oil  Co.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the 
relief  granted  in  FEA's  l)e<\  23.  197A,  decision  and 
order  which  would  pennit  the  Arm  to  increase  its 
priees  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess 
of  10.006/gal  for  natural  gas  Ihpiid  products.) 

Hraden-Zeiiilh,  Inc.,  Wichita,  Kans.  (If  granted:  FRX-0124 
PEA  region  VIl’s  Regional  A<hninistratnr  a'ould 
receive  an  exteitsion  of  time  In  which  to  take  action 
pursuant  to  the  requiremejits  set  forth  in  the  Jan.  14. 

1977,  design  and  order.) 

t'ities  Bervice  Co.,  'Hilsa,  Okla.  Ilf  grant<-d:  iMUes  FXE-3739 
Bervice  Co.  would  receive  an  extension  itf  the  tx>Uef  FXE-3740 
granted  in  FEA's  Dec.  30,  1970,  decision  and  order 
which  would  pennit  the  linn  to  increase  twines  to 
fleet  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  exx-eas  of  w  mw^^al 
for  natural  gas  hquid  produtds  produced  at  iu< 

Myrtle  Bprings  and  8t.  Amelia  gas  jilants.) 

Enterprise  Pixduids  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.  (if  graitted:  FRS  1200 
FKA  region  IV  tcinedial  order  regardittg  Enter¬ 
prise  Product  Co.'s  sales  of  propane  to  Home 
Products  would  be  stayed  pending  a  determination 
of  the  firm’s  proposexl  apfieal.) 

I>!beack  Oil  Prt^uction,  Inc.,  Hays,  Kai^s.  (If  FX,\-llOh 
granted;  The  FE.V's  Dec.  23,  1976,  dawisiou  and 
order  would  be  rescinded  and  (..ebsax'k  Oil  Prmluc- 
tion,  Inc.,  would  not  be  required  to  refund  revenue.s 
whi^  the  Ann  may  have  realized  in  1974  as  a  result 
of  charging  improper  prices  for  the  cjrude  oil  which  it 
prodm^  from  the  Lehsack-llartle  lease  located  in 
Rice  County,  Kans.) 

Ixtuisiana  I.and  &  Exploration  Co.,  Nttw  Orleans,  La  FF.S-3605 
(If  graittedr  Louisiana  Land  A  Exploration  Ca 
would  receive  a  stay  of  the  reqiiiivments  of  10  CFR 
21t.63(b)  pending  a  (Inal  determination  on  the  Arm’s 
exception  ixhiucisI.) 

MacKtilar,  Inc.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  (If  granted:  FEX-0123 
7^  PEA’S  Jan.  28,  1077,  deci^on  and  order  would 
be  modified  to  renuire  the  purchaser  of  crude  oil 
which  is  produced  by  MacKeilar  to  fund  the  escrow 
account.) 

M.  J.  MitcheU,  Dallas,  Tex.  (If  granted:  M.  J.  MitcheU  FBE-3736 
would  ret^ve  an  xtitentaon  of  the  relief  granted  in 
FEA’s  Oct.  1, 1976,  decision  and  order  which  would 
Itemilt  it  to  sidl  too  pet  of  the  crude  oil  produced 
from  the  Minneliisa  Sand  I'nit  in  the  l*ickrel  Ranch 
Field,  Campbx'll  County,  Wyn.,  at  iipiier  tier  ceiling 
prices.) 

Pennsylvania  Petrohum  t’-orp.  (If  gianUH];  Penn-  FEE  3700 
sylvania  Petroleum  t'orp.  would  lie  pennitU'd  to 
establish  its  base  prices  as  of  Jan.  10.  1973.) 

Sabine  Production  Company,  Dallas,  Tex.  (If 
granted:  The  FEA’s  Dec.  23, 1976,  decision  and  order  FXA-llSe 
issued  to  Pennzoil  Producing  Co.  would  be  re¬ 
scinded  and  crude  oil  prlduced  from  the  Perry  Sand 
Waterflood  Unit,  north  segment,  located  In  Yasoo 
County,  Miss.,  would  be  sold  at  upper  tier  ceiUng 
prices  for  the  hpneflt  of  both  the  working  interest 
owners  and  the  royalty  interest  owners.) 

Small's  LP  Uas  (;o.,  Sikeston.  Mo.  (Ifgranti'd:  Small's  FXE-3737 
LP  (las  Co.  would  receive  an  exteiiMon  of  Uie  relief 
granted  In  the  FEA’s  Dec.  8.  1976,  deeidon  and 
order  which  would  permit  Small’s  LP  (las  Co.  to  be 
assigned  a  new  lower  priced  supplier  of  propane  to 
repine  Its  base  period  supplier,  An)tane,  Inc.) 

Southland  Oil  Co.,  Washington,  D.C.  (If  granted:  PMR-0036 
The  FEA’s  Dec.  21.  1976.  division  and  order  would 
be  modiliid.) 


T.  C.  Morrow  Drilling  (.'o,,  Houston.  Tex.  (If  granted;  FRS-flOW 
T.  C.  Morrow  Drilling  Co.  would  receive  a  stay  of 
the  refund  requirements  entabllshod  in  a  remedial 
order  which  was  issued  to  the  firm  by  FEA  region 
VI  on  May  10, 1976,  pending  Judicial  review.) 

Boise  Aviation  Fuel  Co.,  Boise,  Idaho.  (If  granti-d:  PEE-OTSO 
Boise  Aviation  Fuel  Co.  would  tvci'ive  an  exception 
from  10  CFK  212.93  which  would  allow  it  to  pass 
through  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess  Of  $0.04/ 
gal.) 

Cftics  Service  Co.,  Tulsa,  Okla.  (If  granted;  Cities  FXE-8837— 
Service  Co.  would  receive  an  exicnslon  of  the  relief  FXE-SM 
granted  in  FE.k's  Nov.  5,  1976,  decision  and  order 
which  would  pemiit  the  nrm  to  increase  its  priees 
to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  exoMS  of 
$0.006/gal  (or  natural  gas  liquid  product  produced 
atits  Bluitt,  Bryans  MUl,  ('ico,  Crowky,  Dollorhlde, 

East  'Texas,  I/rpeyrouse,  Lefors,  Maysville, 

Mennentau,  Midway,  North  Cowden,  Pampa, 

Price,  Rohstown.  Rodman,  San  Antonia,  Stonewall, 

Waco,  and  WIehi’a  gas  plant.**.) 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  In  AUaiitle  Rich- 
fldd  Co.,  4  FEA  par. 
8i097  (8«9M.  24,  1976); 
Atlantio  Richfield  Co., 
4  FEA  por.  83,191  (Nov.  19, 
1976);  AtliuUie  RicbMu 

Co.,  6  FEA  par . 

(Dee. »,  1976). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
in  Belridge  Oil  Co.,  6  FEA 
par . (Deo.  13,  1978). 


Supphunejiial  order  to  the 
decision  and  order  in 
Braden-ZenHh,  Inc.,  A 

FRA  par . (Jan.  14, 

M77). 

Extension  of  exetmUon  relief 
granted  in  ClttM  Serviee 

Co..  6  FEA  par . 

(Dee.  30,  1976), 


Appeal  ot  remedial  oixler 
bSMcxl  hy  FEA  region  IV 


Appeal  of  FEA’s  dedaion 
and  order  In  Leheack  Oil 
Production,  Inc.,  A  FEA 
|)ar . (Dee.  23.  1976). 


Slay  n'*im-si  (.six-.  2ll.i>:l). 


snjiplemc.iital  order  to  tlie 
decisiou  and  order  in  Mao- 
Kellar,  Inc.,  5  FEA  par. 
. (Jan.  28,  1977). 

Extension  of  relief  granted 
In  M.  J.  MitcheU,  4  FEA 
par.  83,126  (Oet.  I,  1976). 


I’rixv  cxivptloii  (se*',  212.93). 


Appeal  of  FEA’s  decldou 
and  order  in  PenntoU 
Producing  Co.,  A  FEA  par. 
...  (Dec.  23.  1978). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  In  Small’s  LP  Gas 
Co.,  4  FEA  par.  83,219 
(Dee.  3, 1976). 


Modification  of  FEA's 
Dee.  21,  1976,  Decision  and 
order  In  Southtand  OU 

Oo.,  A  FEA  par.  _ 

(Dee.  21,  1976). 

Stay  of  FEA’s  remedial 
order  isBDed  by  FEA  region 
VI  on  May  10,  1976. 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.03). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  In  Cities  Ssrvioe 
&>.,  4  FEA  par.  88,175 
(Nov.  A,  1976). 
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Dito 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Case  No.  -  Type  of  sul)mi!«ion 


Do _ CooUnental  Oil  Co.,  Houston.  Tex.  (If  granted;  FXE-37611— 

Continental  Oil  Co.  would  receive  an  extension  of  FXE-37T9 
the  relief  granted  in  FEA’s  Decisions  and  Orders 
which  would  permit  the  firm  to  inert^ase  its  prices 
to  reflect  non-product  cost  increase  in  excess  of 
$0i)05/gal  for  natural  gas  liquid  (uoducts  produced 
*  at  its  Acadia,  Burnell  North  Pettus,  Ilamlin. 

Maljamar,  Medfor,  North  f'.owd<“n,  Nort  Okarche, 

O.  W.  Ward,  Okeene,  Kamsey,  Rincon,  Sussex, 

West  Seminole,  and  West  World  plants.) 

Do -  Dashcr-Uarris  (Jas  Co..  Jesup,  Oa.  (if  granted:  Tlie  FXA  larj 

F'EA’s  Jan.  :t.  1IC7,  decision  and  order  would  lie 
r(‘srinded  and  Dasher-llarris  Oas  Co.  would  lie 
a.ssigned  a  new,  lower  priced  supplier  of  raopane  to 
replace  its  base  iieriod  supplier,  Wanda  Petroleum 
Co.) 

Do . Florida  IlydrocarlxMis  Co..  WiiiU'r  Park,  Fla.  (If  FEE  STt.'i 

granU'd:  Florida  Ilydrocarlions  Co.  would  he  |>er- 
iiiitted  to  increase  pi  ices  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost 
increases  in  excess  of  $0.(XVi'gal  for  natui^  gas  U(|uid 
products.) 

Do _  Read  4  Stevens,  Inc.,  Roswell,  N.  Mex.  (If  granted:  FRA  UXO 

The  remedial  older  wliu'li  was  issued  by  FEA 
region  \  l  would  la*  icsi  inded  and  Read  A  Stevens. 

Inc.,  would  not  lie  required  to  ivfund  overcharges 
made  in  its  sales  of  crude  oil.) 

Do _  .‘'hell  Oil  Co.,  Houston.  Tex.  (If  granted:  ShoU.  Oil  FEF.  .tSOl — 

Co.  would  Im'  iierinitted  to  incieas*’  its  prices  to  re-  FEE-,T810 
fleet  nunprodiict  cost  iiK'i'cascs  in  excess  of  SU.(K>.'i. 
gal  fur  natural  gas  liquid  products  prutluci-d  at  its 
ftivaiis  .Mill.  Chalkley,  Envilte,  flouston  Central. 

SeeUg.'on,  lipiM'tt,  Wasson,  Wrs'ks  l.slHiid.  West 
t>cininole.  and  Yates  plants.) 

Do _  Shell  Oil  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.  (If granted:  Sill  II  Oil  Co.  FXF  .’tTXl — 

would  receive  an  exii-nsioii  ul  the  iviief  granted  in  FXE  :<Nllli 
FE.Vs  Sept.  L*!i,  PiTti,  di'cision  and  order  which 
would  permit  the  linn  to  increase  its  prices  to  re¬ 
flect  nonproduct  cost  increases  hi  exi-ess  of  W.Oft'i.gal 
iiir  natiual  gas  liquid  products  produced  in  its 
Bayou  Ooiila,  Black  Bayou,  ('amaigo.  Conley, 

Elk-City,  (irand  Chenier,  Halley,  K\T)l  .  Inke 
Wasliiiigton,  I/iiett,  Mennentau,  Noico,  O’KeciK'. 

Prentice,  Red  Fish  Bay.  F<ii  Rol'Ui,  .Seiliiig,  Talla- 
lialla,  TXL,  \'aii,  and  Ventura  plants.) 

Do . Standard  Oil  Co.  of  Indiana,  Chicago.  111.  (Ifgianted:  FXE  :H1 — 

Standard  Oil  Co.  of  Indiana  would  receive  an  ex-  FXE 
U'lisioii  of  the  lelief  graiiUd  in  FEA's  dis  Lsicns  and 
urdo's  which  would  iM-rinit  the  firm  to  increase  its 
pi  ices  to  n'flei  l  nonproduct  cost  inciv'ases  in  exiess 
of  su.tltt'i  gal  for  natural  gas  liiiuid  products  taoduced 
at  its  Beaver  Cn>ek.  Burnell-North  IVttns,  Edge- 
wood.  Indian  Ba.siu,  Lut'y.  V.id  and  Farnis,  North 
Cowden,  Old  tlccan,  Peoria.  South  Fulk'iton. 

South  Mamhesier.  Thil'i!d.n.x,  and  West  Bastiaii 
Bay  plants.) 

Do _ Texaco,  Inc.,  Houstoa.  Tex.  (If graiiV  1:  Tcx.ico,  Inc.,  FXE  Mil  — 

would  receive  an  exien.sion  of  the  relief  gi-anted  in  FXE  3830 
FE.\’s  decision'  and  (Hdei-s  wliieli  would  |>ormit  the 
linn  io  inciee.si'  il«  prie-e-  lo  rc.lei'i  noiiproduct  cost 
increases  in  excess  of  sn.ltU'/ga!  for  na'ural  g.is  liquid 
products  produced  at  its  (iai  v:n  County,  Handy, 

Ketticnaui  Hills,  Dignite,  Luhy,  MeKainie,  New 
llojie.  Roos  South  Cainpana.  Seeligson  Cycling, 

Sliields  Canyon.  South  Keriiiit  Tijerina,  and  Van 
gas  (ilunt.s.) 

Do . \MiiUxi.  Inc.,  Dallas,  Tex.  (If  granted:  Whittx),  Inc...  FXE  3742 

W’laiid  ris-eive  an  extension  of  the  relief  granted  in 
FEA’s  Nov.  22.  decisiou  and  order  which 

would  lequiiv  Sun  Oil  Co.  to  continue  supplying 
Whiti-o,  luc.,  diiectly  without  Hie  u.s»‘  o'  an  inter¬ 
mediate  .supplier.) 

Feb.  24,1977  Al  Jones  Oil  Caii>..  Jaiiiuiea,  N.Y.  (If  granted;  AI  FEE  388C 
Jones  Oil  Corp.  wonhl  ix'celve  an  inciease  in  its 
lia.se  iM'riod  use  of  iiiolor  gixsoline  suid  (ieiieral  Oil 
Distrihiitors,  Ine.,  would  lx‘  assigned  as  its  base  i 
Iieriod  supplier.) 

Do _ Bonray  Oil  f'o..  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  (If  granted:  FRA-120S 

The  remedial  oixler  wliieli  was  issued  hy  FE.\  FRS-12(B 
region  \'l  on  Fell.  II.  1977,  would  lie  |■<•seillded  and 
Boiu-ay  Oil  Co.  would  not  lie  leqiiircd  to  refunil 
overeharges  made  in  its  .sales  of  erude  oil.) 

Do _ Buck  Drilling  At  Exploration,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  FEX  0125 

(If  granted:  FE.Vs  Fell,  l.'i,  1977,  deeision  and  order 
would  lie  modilieti  to  ix'qiiire  both  the  working 
inleiest  owners  and  the  niyalty  interest  owners  lo 
fund  the  escrow  acs-ount.) 

Do.- . Onlf  Oil  Corp.,  Tiil.sa,  Okla.  (If  granted:  Oulf  Oil  FXE-3857 — 

Corp.  would  its-ei  VC  an  extension  of  the  relief  granted  FXE  3881 
in  FEA's  deeisioiis  and  ordera wdiicli  would  peiiiut 
tile  firm  to  increase  prices  to  roflivl  noiiproduct  cost 
increases  in  excess  of  $0.UU5/gal  (or  nalm^  gas  liquid 
liroducls  piXKlueed  at  its  Adena,  Blutdten,  Breckcii- 
ridge.  Canirick,  ChesterviUe,  C-oiuo,  Enuinal. 

Fiunice,  Fannett,  Oladewatcr,  Kalka^a.  Drotz 
Springs.  Rake  Wasliiiigton.  Maysvillc,  Mennentau, 

Monahans,  Muiiuinciit,  North  Port  Ni-ches,  Pledger. 

.Saunders,  Sliiu-kelford.  South  FuUcrtou,  Spear, 

N'ada,  and  Waddell  gas  plants.) 

Do .  Oulf  Oil  Corp..  Tulsa.  Okla.  (If  granted;  Gulf  Oil  FEE  3882— 

Corp.  would  lie  permitted  to  iucrease  its  pilces  to  FEE-3885 

reflect  nonpixxluct  cost  increases  In  exiles  of  $0,005/ 

gal  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at  its 

Envillc,  Headice,  Moores  Orchard,  and  Yates  gas 

plants.) 


Extension  of  exception  raUef 
granted  in  Continental 
OU  Co.,  4  FEA  par.  83,023 
(July  30,  1!I76):  Conti¬ 
nental  Oil  Co..  5  FEA  par. 
.  (Dis'.  311,  1976). 


Apiieal  of  FEA’s  dwision 
and  Older  in  Dasher- 
llarris  Oas  Co.,  5  FEA 
par . .  (Jan.  .3,  1977). 


Price  exception  (sex-.  212.l6-'<). 


Apixal  of  FE.V  region  YI’s 
Jan.  24,  1977,  remedial 
order. 


Pi  ice  exception  (sec.  212.16.5). 


Extx-ii.sion  of  cxix-ption  rclicJ 
grunttd  ill  Shell  Oil  Co., 
4  FEA  par.N?,13;i(Sept.29, 
1976). 


Extension  of  cxicptioii  relief 
granted  in  Standard  Oil 
Co.  of  Indiana,  4  FEA  liar. 
8:i,l!K)  (Nov.  12,  1976); 

Standard  Oil  Co.  of  Indi¬ 
ana,  4  FE.\  par.  8:1,134 
(Oit.  1.  1976). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Texaco,  Ine.,  4 
FEA  pa'.  83,201  (.Nov.  19, 
l'J76);  Texaco,  Inc..  4  FEA 
pr.  SS.l.V)  (Oct.  29,  1‘176). 


Extension  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Whiu-o,  ine..  4 
FE.V  par.  87,030  (Nov.  22, 
1976). 


Exx-eption  to  increa-se  b;iso 
IH-rioxi  USX-  (sx>x-.  211.13). 


Apiieal  of  FE.V  region  Vi’s 
Feb.  11,  1977,  renix-xlial 

ordi-r.  Stay  ivxjnest. 


Suppix-mx-ntal  order  to  the 
deci.slon  and  order  in  Buck 
Drilling  &  Exploration,  5 

FEA  par . (Feb.  1.5, 

1977). 

Extension  of  n-lief  granted  in 
Oulf  OU  Corp.,  4  FEA 
l>ar.  83,141  (Oet.  7,  1976); 
Oulf  Oil  Corp.,  4  FEA  par. 
83.125  (Sept.  29.  1976). 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.165). 
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Date 

Name  and  location  of  applicant 

CiM  No. 

Type  of  submisBtoa 

Do . 

Uphaui  oil  A  Qas  Co.,  Mineral  Wells,  Tet.  (If 
granted:  Upbam  Oil  A  Oas  Ck>.  would  receive  an 
I'Xtension  of  the  rrilef  granted  in  PBA’s  SepL  20, 
1976,  decision  and  order  which  would  permit  the 
Ann  to  increase  its  pricee  Co  reflect  nonprodtict  cost 
increases  in  excess  of  SO.OIVi.Val  (or  natural  gas  liquid 
product.*.) 

FXE-1741 

Bxteoden  of  exception  relief 
granted  in  Upham  Oil  A 
Oas  Co.,  4  TEA  par. 
n,lM  (Sept.  20,  1976). 

(PR  Doc.77-8240  PUed  S-18-77;5;02  pm| 


FOOD  INDUSTRY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92- 
483,  86  Stat.  770)  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Fo(xl  Industry  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  will  meet  Monday,  April  4,  1977 
at  9  a.m..  Room  5041,  P^A  Headquar¬ 
ters,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Committee  was  established  to  ad¬ 
vise  the  Administrator,  FEA,  about  food 
industry  interests  and  problems  as  these 
relate  to  national  energy  conservation 
programs. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as 
follows : 

1.  Cbairmaii’s  Report. 

2.  Energy  Supply  Issues  for  the  Food  and 
Foodservice  Industries. 

3.  Energy  Conservation  Issues  for.  the 
Industry. 

4.  Transportation. 

5.  Subcommittee  Iteports 

6.  Public  Comment. 

Subcommittees  may  meet  informally 
in  Washington  the  preceding  evening,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  subcommittee  chair¬ 
men;  the  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  For  further  information  on  sub¬ 
committee  activities,  call  Lois  Weeks, 
Director,  Advisory  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  at  (202)  566-7022. 

The  Committee  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public.  The  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment,  facil¬ 
itate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business.  Any 
member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Committee 
will  be  permitted  to  do  so,  either  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  make  oral  statements 
should  inform  the  Director,  Advisory 
Committee  Management,  at  least  5  days 
prior  to  the  meeting  and  reasonable  pro¬ 
vision  will  be  made  for  their  appearance 
on  the  agenda. 

Less  than  the  normal  15-day  notice  is 
being  given  for  this  meeting  in  order  for 
the  Committee  to  make  recommenda¬ 
tions  regarding  the  President’s  national 
energy  policy  statement  to  be  presented 
to  the  Congress  on  April  20,  1977. 

Further  Information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Management  Office. 

The  transcript  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  review  at  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Public  Reading 
Room.  Room  2107,  FEA,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  13th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  between  the  hours  of 
8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  pjn.,  Monday  through 


Friday,  except  Federal  hohdays.  Any 
person  may  purchase  a  copy  of  the  tran¬ 
script  from  the  reporter. 


Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  March 
15, 1977. 


Eric  J.  Fygi, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 


|FR  Doc.77  -8239  Filed  8-16-77;6:01  pm) 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Order  77-3-80,  Docket  306161 

AMERICAN  AIRLINES,  INC. 

"Super  Saver”  Discount  Fares,  New  YorK- 

Los  Angeles/San  Francisco 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washingtoq.  D.C. 
on  the  15th  day  of  March.  1977. 

By  tariff  revisions  ‘  marked  to  become 
effective  March  17.  1977,  American  Air¬ 
lines.  Inc.  (American)  proposes  a  new 
promotional  fare  (designated  “Super- 
Saver”)  in  the  New  York-Los  Angeles/ 
San  Francisco  markets,  which  provides  a 
discount  of  45  percent  for  travel  <m 
Tuesday,  Wednesday  and  Thursday,  40 
percent  on  Monday  and  Friday,  and  35 
percent  on  Saturday  and  Sunday.  Res¬ 
ervations  must  be  booked  and  tickets 
purchased  at  least  30  days  prior  to  de¬ 
parture,  and  there  is  a  7 -day  minimum 
and  45-day  maximum  stay  requirement. 
On  the  other  hand,  no  cancellation 
charge  would  be  Imposed,  nor  would 
availability  of  the  fare  be  blacked  out 
during  traditional  holidsiy  or  peak-travel 
periods.  Capacity  available  for  travel  at 
the  “Super-Saver”  fare  would  be  con¬ 
tained  within  the  35 -percent  limitation 
now  imposed  with  respect  to  travel  at  the 
“Freedom”  excursion  fare.  The  tariff  is 
marked  to  expire  one  year  after  travel 
at  tne  fares  would  be  available  (April  25, 
1978). 

A  (Mimparison  of  the  proposed  round- 
trip  fares  (including  tax)  with  normal 
coach  is  as  follows: 

American’s  proposed  fares 


Tuesday,  Wednesday,  Thursday _ $227. 00 

Monday  and  Friday _  247. 00 

Saturday  and  Sunday _  268. 00 

Children  (all  times) _  206.  (X> 

Coach  fare _  412.  00 


American  contends  that  its  proposal 
is  intended  to  demonstrate  that  the 
scheduled  air-(»rrier  system  can-]^ovide 


'  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishing 
(Company,  Agent.  Tariffs  CA.B.  Noe.  260  and 
142.  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA),  and 
United  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (United)  have  filed 
defensive  tariffs  which  match  American’s 
proposal. 


pricing  flexibility  and  low-cost  transpor¬ 
tation  under  the  present  regulatory  re¬ 
gime.  The  carrier  contends  that  a  test  of 
its  “Super-Saver”  fare  is  particularly 
appropriate  in  the  New  York-Los  An¬ 
geles/San  Francisco  markets  because 
normal  coach  fares,  in  terms  of  actual 
dollars,  are  high  due  to  the  distance  in¬ 
volved.  and  also  that  its  proposal  will 
significantly  expand  the  number  of  per¬ 
sons  who  can  afford  to  fly. 

American  estimates,  allegedly  based 
up<Hi  numerous  in-flight  surveys  con¬ 
ducted  over  the  past  several  years,  that 
newly  generated  traffic  will  amount  to 
45  percent  of  total  “Super-Saver”  traf- 
flc.*  On  the  basis  of  this  estimate,  and 
assuming  an  added  cost  of  $40.06  per 
generated  passenger,  the  carrier  projects 
an  annual  net  profit  of  $3.5  million. 

Ten  complaints  have  been  filed  against 
the  proposal,  five  by  charter  tour  opera¬ 
tors,  three  by  scheduled  air  carriers,  as 
well  as  by  World  Airways,  Inc.,  and  by 
the  Port  of  Oakland,  California.  These 
complaints,  together  with  answers  for 
and  against  the  proposal  are  summa¬ 
rized  in  Appendix  A.' 

Upon  consideration  of  the  proposal, 
the  complaints  and  answers  thereto,  and 
all  other  relevant  matters,  the  Board 
concludes  that  the  proposal  may  be  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  unduly  prejudicial,  unduly  prefer¬ 
ential,  or  otherwise  unlawful,  and  should 
be  investigated.  However,  the  Board  fur¬ 
ther  concludes  that  the  proposal  should 
not  be  suspended  pending  Investigation 

At  the  outset,  it  seems  clear  that  this 
fare  is  not  only  designed,  as  American 
openly  alleges,  to  demonstrate  that  pric¬ 
ing  flexibility  (»n  be  achieved  within  the 
present  regulatory  framework,  but  that 
it  is  equally  designed  as  a  major  com¬ 
petitive  response  to  the  development  of 
Advance  Booking  Charter  programs 
(ABC’s).  ’The  charter  tour  operators 
(Xintend  that  the  Board  should  not  per¬ 
mit  the  scheduled  carriers  to  compete 
against  them  with  a  fare  which  is  un¬ 
economic  for  scheduled  services,  and 
that  the  “Super-Saver”  fare  will  spell 
doom  for  ABC  (barter  programs  just 
now  being  actively  developed  and  pro¬ 
moted.*  It  goes  without  saying  that  thu^ 
question  is  of  serious  concern  to  the 
Boat’d  and,  of  itself,  poses  a  very  difficult 
issue  in  our  disposition  of  the  complaints 
against  American’s  tariff  filing.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  do  not  consider  the  issue 
of  charter  competition  a  conclusive  one 
at  this  point  in  time  sin(;e  the  charter 
parties  have  not  demonstrated  a  roed 
for  protection  from  competition  from 
carriers  which  provide  a  different  type 
of  service  to  the  public.  Moreover,  the 
Board  is  not  persuaded  that  we  should 
employ  our  suspension  power,  merely 


■American  also  caculates  that  the  pro- 
poeed  fare  will  break-even  at  a  34-percent 
generation  factor. 

■Appendix  A  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
dociunent. 

■  ’Typical  prices  for  New  York-Los  Angeles/ 
San  Francisco  ABC’s  range  from  $179.00  to 
$249.(X).  compared  with  a  ’’Super-Saver”  fare 
range  of  $227.00  to  $268.00. 
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because  of  the  possibility  that  some  traf> 
fic  may  be  diverted  from  ABC’s.  The 
fact  remains  that  those  travelers  seek¬ 
ing  the  lowest  air-transportaticm  cost 
will  still  find  an  ABC  charter  the  best 
bargain.  In  the  absence  of  the  actual  ex¬ 
perience  this  experiment  will  provide  we 
are  not  prepared  to  substitute  our  judg¬ 
ment  as  to  the  relative  balance  between 
ABC  charter  service  and  the  “Super- 
Saver”  fare  for  that  which  will  eventu¬ 
ally  be  struck  by  consumers.® 

Our  conclusion  to  institute  an  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  “Super-Saver”  fare,  al¬ 
though  not  to  suspend,  refiects  our  sig¬ 
nificant  reservati(His  as  to  the  economic 
soundness  of  this  fare  for  scheduled  serv¬ 
ice.  Admittedly,  availability  of  the  fare 
will  be  limited  by  a  control  on  allocable 
capacity.  However,  American  proposes 
few  meaningful  constraints  upon  its  use, 
other  than  the  30-day  advance  purchase 
and  the  requirement  that  the  passenger 
remain  at  his  destination  for  a  minimum 
of  seven  days.  American,  and  any 
matching  carriers,  are  thus  exposing 
themselves  to  substantial  potential  self¬ 
diversion  from  higher-fare  traflac.  The 
carrier  basis  its  diversion  estimate  on 
its  experience  that  14.4  percent  of  total 
coach  passengers  in  the  markets  in¬ 
volved  book  more  than  15  days  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  departure.  However,  this  al¬ 
leged  experience  is  at  odds  with  that  of 
other  carriers.  Moreover,  the  diversion 
estimate  seems  particularly  understated 
since  it  is  quite  likely  that  many  present 
travelers,  including  those  now  utilizing 
night-coach  fares,  would  willingly 
change  their  booking  habits  to  gain  the 
advantage  of  a  significantly  greater  dis¬ 
counted  fare. 

The  oppOTtunity  for  substantial  diver¬ 
sion  from  higher  fare  services  is  also 
enhanced,  in  our  opinion,  by  the  lack  of 
a  cancellation  penalty  or,  in  the  alterna¬ 
tive.  a  requirement  that  payment  be 
made  shortly  after  booking  as  is  pres¬ 
ently  the  case  with  the  capacity-con¬ 
trolled  “Freedom”  or  “Discover  America” 
excursion  fares.*  Such  restrictions  dis¬ 
courage  multiple  bookings;  enable  more 
discretionary  travelers  to  secure  a  seat 
which  would  otherwise  not  be  available, 
and  undoubtedly  reduce  the  diversion 
potential.  Finally,  and  of  particular 
concern  to  the  Board,  is  the  fact  that 
American  does  not  propose  to  limit  or 
otherwise  modify  availability  of  these 
steeply  discoimted  fares  during  the  peak 
summer  travel  season.  Traffic  historically 
peaks  during  the  summer  in  the  trans¬ 
continental  markets  here  involved,  writh 
average  load  factors  typically  in  the 
upper  50-  and  60-percent  range.  At  the 
least,  a  question  is  raised  as  to  the  wisdom 
of  applying  a  discount-fare  program 
designed  to  fill  empty  seats  during  a  peak 

-  We  should  also  note  that  the  existence  of 
a  short-term,  ncm-coat-based  transconti¬ 
nental  promotional  fare  does  not  necessarily 
disprove  the  need  for  a  permanent  cost- 
based,  hlgh-denslty,  “no-frllls”  low-fare 
service. 

•  The  Board  has  previously  found  that  pay¬ 
ment  shortly  after  booking  is  a  desirable 
deterrent  to  unaeccasary  diversion.  See 
Orders  76-7-80  and  76-9-45. 


traffic  period  of  the  year.  Finally,  while 
American’s  proposal  limits  the  fares  to 
two  transcontinental  markets,  their  im¬ 
pact  will  be  felt  by  diversion  of  traffic 
from  other  transcontinental  markets. 
There  is  also  the  question  of  equitable 
treatment  between  markets  with  the 
“Super-Saver”  fare  available  in  only  the 
two  leading  transcontinental  markets. 
We  expect  the  investigation  to  focus  on 
these  aspects  of  the  proposal. 

In  summary,  the  Board  questions  the 
overall  efficacy  of  American’s  fare  pro¬ 
posal.  On  the  other  hand,  we  are  re¬ 
luctant  to  deny  the  carrier  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  implement  what  it  considers  to 
be  a  fully  warranted  pricing  experiment. 
Moreover,  worthwhile  first-hand  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  relationship  between  charter 
service  and  discount-fare  programs 
offered  on  scheduled  service  can  be 
gained  from  the  experiment.  For  these 
reasons,  we  will  dismiss  the  complaints 
and  permit  American  to  implement  the 
“Super-Saver”  fare  for  its  one-year  ex¬ 
perimental  period.  The  investigation  we 
are  instituting  will  permit  an  informed 
decision  on  the  economic  vaUdity  of  the 
fare  and  also  determine  its  impact  upon 
competing  charter  services. 

In  order  to  ascertain  the  relative  im¬ 
pact  on  traffic  of  the  “Super -Saver”  fare 
in  the  New  York-Los  Angeles/San 
Francisco  markets,  we  will  require  that 
the  carriers  submit  monthly  reports  for 
each  month  the  fare  is  in  effect  begin¬ 
ning  with  May  1977,  in  the  format  set 
forth  in  Appendix  B.'  The  report  also  re¬ 
quires  comparable  data  for  the  same 
month  of  the  previous  year.  These  re- 
p>orts  should  be  filed  in  Docket  30616  no 
later  than  40  days  after  the  close  of  the 
month  covered  by  the  report. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002  there¬ 
of. 

It  is  ordered  That: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to 
determine  whether  the  fares  and  pro¬ 
visions  described  in  Appendix  C  filed  as 
part  of  the  original  document,  and  rules, 
regulations,  and  practices  affecting  such 
fares  and  provisions,  including  sub¬ 
sequent  reissues  or  revisions  thereof,  are 
or  will  be  imjust,  unreasonable,  unjflBtly 
discriminatory,  imduly  preferential,  un¬ 
duly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise  unlawful, 
and,  if  found  to  be  unlawful,  to  deter¬ 
mine  and  prescribe  the  lawful  fares  and 
provisions,  and  rules,  regulations,  or 
practices  affecting  such  fares  and  pro¬ 
visions  : 

2.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  complaints  in  Dockets  30450.  30469, 
30479,  30480,  30482,  30488,  30489,  30491. 
30504,  and  30507  be  and  hereby  are  dis¬ 
missed; 

3.  The  proceeding  ordered  herein  be 
assigned  for  hearing  before  an  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge  of  the  Board  at  a  time 
and  place  hereafter  to  be  designated; 
and 

4.  Copies  of  this  order  be  filed  in  the 
aforesaid  tariffs  and  be  served  upon 

■  Appendix  B  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document. 


Group  Travel  Associates.  Inc.,  Charter 
Ventures,  Inc.,  Allied  Holidays,  Inc.,  Con¬ 
tinental  Express,  Inc.,  David  ’Travels, 
Inc.,  Pathfinder  Corporation,  Unitours. 
Airline  Charter  Tour  Operators  Associa¬ 
tion,  Hawaiian  Holidays,  Inc.,  Deluxe 
Travel,  Inc.,  Elkins  Tours,  Inc.,  Travel 
Impressions,  Inc.,  B.E.T.A.,  Inc.,  Travel 
America  Corporation,  Breakaway  Tours, 
Maredon  Travel,  Ltd.,  Westcoast  Charter 
Travel  International,  The  American  In¬ 
stitute  for  Foreign  Study.  Inc.,  the  Port 
of  Oakland,  California,  the  San  Diego 
United  Port  District  and  the  City  of  San 
Diego.  California,  Overseas  National  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  Trans  International  Airlines, 
Inc.,  American  Airlines,  Inc.,  United  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  World  Airways.  Inc.,  the 
‘United  States  Department  of  Justice, 
Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Trans  World 
Airlines,  Inc.,  and  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board’s  Office  of  the  Consumer  Advocate, 
which  are  hereby  made  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-8219  Filed  3-17-77;8;45  am] 

lOrder  77-3-77;  Dockets  27785, 29123: 

Agreement  C.A.B.  26257,  R-141 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  North /Central  Pacific 
Passenger  Fares 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  14th  day  of  March,  1977. 

In  the  matter  of  agreement  adopted  by 
the  Joint  Traffic  Conferences  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Air  Transport  Association 
relating  to  North/ Central  Pacific  passen¬ 
ger  fares. 

At  the  request  of  Japan  Air  Lines 
Company.  Ltd.,  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc., 
and  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc., 
and  in  consideration  of  the  interest  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  Japanese  Civil  Aviatifm 
authorities,  the  Board  renewed  authori¬ 
zation  for  discussions  among  all  inter¬ 
ested  carrier  parties  <mi  the  level  of 
special  group  inclusive  tour  (GIT)  fares 
for  Japan-originating  passengers,  and 
the  conditions  related  thereto  in  Order 
76-3-95,  March  15,  1976.  The  fares  are 
specified  in  Japanese  yen  and  apply  to 
travel  to  the  continental  U.S.  and  Alaska 
in  groups  of  30,  and  to  Hawaii  in  groups 
of  40.‘  The  carriers  met  in  Tokyo  on 
March  18-20,  1976. 

The  resulting  agreement  established 
the  level  of  the  fares  in  two  stages;  the 
first  for  the  period  October  1,  1976, 
through  March  31,  1977,  and  the  second 
beginning  April  1,  1977.  ’The  agreed  fares 
for  the  first  stage  were  incorporated  into 
an  overall  transpacific  fare  agreement 

>  Order  75-6-58.  June  12,  1975.  autborixed 
dismissions  among  the  interested  carriers 
which  resulted  in  agreement  to  establish 
ttMse  special  fans.  That  agreeaaent  was  iq>- 
proved  by  Order  75-9-106,  September  29, 1975. 
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reached  by  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  (lATA)  covering  the 
period  October  1.  1976,  through 

March  31.  1977,  and  were  approved. by 
the  Board  by  Order  76-9-160,  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1976.  Pares  for  the  second  phase 
have  again  been  incorporated  into  a  sub¬ 
sequent  lATA  agreement  proposed  for 
effect  from  April  1  to  November  30,  1977.* 
This  order  will  deal  with  this  subsequent 
filing  which  has  been  designated  Agree¬ 
ment  C.A,B.  26257,  R-14. 

For  the  basic  and  shoulder  seasons,  the 
agreement  proposes  increases  of  approx¬ 
imately  five  and  four  percent,  respect¬ 
ively,  in  group  30/ 40-GIT  fares  to 
Alaska/ Hawaii  and  an  approximate  in¬ 
crease  of  six  percent  in  the  fares  to  the 
west  coast.  Peak  season  fares,  howe\'er, 
would  remain  at  existing  levels  to 
Alaska/Hawaii  and  would  be  increased 
approximately  two  percent  to  the  west- 
coast.* 

Trans  International  Airlines,  and 
World  Airways,  Inc.  have  filed  joint 
comments  on  the  North/ Central  Pacific 
agreement.  To  the  extent  that  they  ad¬ 
dress  the  Japan-originating  30/40  GIT 
fares,  both  carriers  contend  that  the 
limited  increases  are  insufficient,  and 
that  the  proposed  level  still  provides  an 
excessive  discount  from  the  normal 
economy  fare.  On  this  basis,  they  re- 


■nie  overall  Pacific  (are  packac:e  Is  now 
pending  before  the  Board. 

>Seae(»allty  U  aa  foUows: 


quest  that  the  carriers  be  directed  to 
seek  substantial  improvement  in  the  fare 
or  its  elimination  from  the  fare 
structure. 

The  Board  has  decided  to  approve  the 
revised  30/40  GIT  fares  for  the  life  of 
the  overall  lATA  agreement  now  pend¬ 
ing  before  the  Bocu'd.  The  situation 
which  initially  led  the  Board  to  authorize 
separate  intercarrier  discussions  and 
the  agreement  which  resulted  therefrom 
stemmed  from  difficulties  of  tariff  en¬ 
forcement  in  the  Pacific,  and  from  a 
mutual  desire  to  achieve  some  degree  of 
stability  in  air  fares  from  Japan  to  the 
United  States.  These  requirements  ap- 
p>ear  to  be  satisfied  by  the  instant  agree¬ 
ment.  Since  the  fares  are,  by  their  terms, 
available  only  for  travel  originating  in 
Japan,  the  U.S.-traveling  public  will  not 
be  directly  affected.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  generally  higher  levels  than  those 
now  in  effect  should  provide  some  addi¬ 
tional  revenue  for  the  U.S.-flag  carriers, 
and  are  consistent  with  the  Board’s  ob¬ 
jective  that  revenue  increases  should  be 
achieved  by  Increases  in  lower-rated  pro¬ 
motional  fares  rather  than  by  increases 
in  normal  economy  fares.  Moreover,  the 
action  requested  by  TLA/World  could  re¬ 
sult  either  in  continuation  of  the  fares 
at  their  present  lower  levels  or  a  resur¬ 
gence  of  the  illegal  activity  which 
prompted  the  initial  discussions. 


To  Hoiiuluiu 


To  West  Coost/Alaska 


Basic _ Dec.  1  to  ZS.  Jan.  3  to  31,  Apr.  1  to  27,  May  5  to 

July  M,  SMteniber. 

Shoulder.  October  to  November,  Februnry  to  March . 

Peak .  Dee.  26  to  Jan.  2,  A|>r.  28  to  May  4,  July  30  to 

'Au«.  31. 


Nuvemb«-r  to  Dec.  10,  Jan.  j  to  Fcl).  28.  .\pr.  1  to 
27,  May  5  to  June  30. 

Sept.  1  to  Oct.  31.  March. 

D^.  20  to  Jan.  4,  Apr.  28  to  May  I.  Julv  1  to  .\ua. 
31. 


The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  and  particularly 
sections  102,  204(a),  and  412  thereof,  does  not  find  the  following  resolution,  in¬ 
corporated  in  Agreement  C.A.B.  26257,  to  be  adverse  to  the  puMic  interest  or  in 
violation  of  the  Act: 


Arrarnirnt 

C.A.B. 

lATA 

No. 

Tltie 

AppIioatioD 

R-14 . 

0641 

North  and  Central  Tarilk:  (Iroiri)  InclunTn  Tour  Fares  from  3/1. 
Japan  to  TCI  (revalidating  and  amendinc). 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  1.  That 
portion  of  Agreement  C.A.B.  26257  set 
forth  in  the  finding  paragraph  above  be 
and  hereby  is  approved; 

2.  Tariffs  in^lementing  Agreement 
C.A.B.  26257,  R-14,  may  be  filed  on  not 
less  than  one  day’s  notice  fev  effective¬ 
ness  not  earlier  than  April  1,  1977.  The 
short-notice  authority  in  this  paragraph 
expires  May  1, 1977;  and 

3.  Tariffs  implementing  Agreement 
C.A.B.  26257,  R-14,  shall  be  marked  to 
expire  not  later  than  November  30, 1977. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Fboeial  Reoistex. 

By.  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phtllis  T.  Katlos, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-8218  Piled  8-17-77:8:45  ami 
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MEETING 

March  15,  1977. 

The  CAB  will  meet: 

Time  and  date:  10:00  a.m — March  32,  1977. 
Place;  Room  1027,  1835  Oonnectlcut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20428. 

Subject:  1.  Docket  29367.  Sun-Time  Tripe. 
Inc.,  petition  for  reconsideration  ot  order 
conditionally  granting  relief  from  Title 
IV  to  cerate  as  an  Indirect  air  carrier. 
2.  Docket  29626,  Part  300,  B\Ues  of  Conduct 
In  Board  Proceedings.  3.  Docket  30470. 
Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Application  to  Sus¬ 
pend  Service  at  Montego  Bay,  Jamaica. 
Status:  Open. 

Person  to  contact:  Phyllla  T.  Kaylor,  Hie 
Secretary  (202)  873-5068. 

Phtllis  T.  Katlos, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.77-8216  Piled  S-17-77;8:46  am] 


{Docket  28004] 

PACIFIC  OVERSEAS  FARES 
INVESTIGATION 

Postponement  of  Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument  in 
this  proceeding,  now  assigned  to  be  held 
on  March  30. 1977  (42  FR  12451) .  is  here¬ 
by  postponed  to  April  6,  1977,  at  10  a.m. 
(local  time),  in  Room  1027,  Universal 
Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  15. 
1977. 

Henry  M.  Switkay. 

Acting  Chief 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.77-8217  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am) 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Revocation  of  Authority  to  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  f  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) .  The  Civil  Ser\  - 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce  to  fill  by 
noncareer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Resources  and 
Trade  Assistance.  Domestic  and  Inter¬ 
national  Business  .Administratiem. 

Uhited  States  Civil  Serv- 
icB  Commission, 

Jambs  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

I  PR  Doc.77-7628  Piled  3-17-77:8:46  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION. 
AND  WELFARE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  C7PR  9.20) ,  The  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Health.  Ed  cation, 
and  Welfare  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  in  the  excepted  service 
the  position  of  Assistant  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Education  Pohey.  CMBce  of  the 
Secretary. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry^ 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

I  PR  Doc.76-7629  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Maks  a  Noncareer 
Exacutive  Assignmant 

Under  authority  of  i  9Si0  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorises  the  Small 
Business  Administration  to  fill  by  non- 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Special  As- 
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sistant  to  the  Administrator  for  Transi¬ 
tion  Planning,  Office  of  the  Administra¬ 
tor. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

|FR  Doc.77-7630  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

INTERNATIONAL  FISHERIES 
Permits  for  Experimental  Fishing  in  Mexico 

The  Fisheries  Agreement  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  Mexico, 
signed  November  24,  1976,  permits  ex¬ 
perimental  fishing  in  the  Mexican  Eco¬ 
nomic  Zone  for  the  purpose  of  determin¬ 
ing  whether  fisheries  resources  might  be 
available  for  commercial  exploitation. 
Requests  for  Experimental  Fishing 
should  include  the  following: 

a.  The  number  of  vessels  which  would  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  fishery. 

b.  The  name,  reg^istration,  number  and 
home  port  of  each  vessel. 

c.  The  name  and  address  of  the  owner  of 
each  vessel. 

d.  The  net  tonnage  and  horsepower  of  the 
vessel. 

e.  The  size  of  the  crew. 

f.  The  dates  each  vessel  would  be  in  the 
Mexican  Zone. 

g.  The  general  area  of  fishing  operations 
in  the  Zone. 

h.  The  ^ecles  or  species  groups  to  be 
fished. 

1.  The  type  of  fishing  gear  to  be  used. 

Those  vessel  owners  wishing  to  apply 
should  complete  the  National  Fishery 
Registraticm  Form  MEX-RNP-07.  These 
forms  are  available  from  the  Regional 
Director,  Natltxial  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  9450  Oandy  Boulevard,  St. 
Petersburg,  Florida  33702,  Tel^lume 
(813)  893-3141.  The  iqiplication  should 
include  a  cashier’s  check  made  out  to 
“Tesoreria  de  la  Federacltm”  for  $80.00 
for  permit  fees  and  another  check  for 
performance  guarantee. 

This  performance  guaruitee  must  be: 

a.  $1,600.00  if  posted  by  an  individual  or, 

b.  A  cash  deposit  performance  guar¬ 
antee  of  $160.00  in  association  with  other 
vessel  owners  if  a  group  of  ten  or  more 
vessel  owners  or  a  trade  association 
wishes  to  tissume  joint  liability  for  loss 
of  cash  guarantee.  The  group’s  spokes¬ 
man  must  forward  $160.00  for  each 
fisherman  as  a  performance  guarantee, 
or, 

c.  A  performance  bond  issued  by  a 
Mexican  bonding  company  may  also  be 
purchased  by  individuals  who  wish  to 
make  their  own  arrangements  in  Mexico. 
Funds  for  these  bonds  must  be  sent  di¬ 
rectly  to  a  Mexican  Bonding  Company. 
Cash  deposits  for  a  performuice  guar¬ 
antee  are  refundable  by  Mexico  at  the 
end  of  each  year  vdien  a  vessel  leaves  the 


fishery  if  the  deposit  has  not  been  for¬ 
feited. 

Dated  this  15th  day  of  March  1977. 

Jack  Oehringer, 
Deputy  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
|FR  Doc.77-8221  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 

COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERE¬ 
LY  HANDICAPPED 

PROCUREMENT  LIST  1977 
Addition 

Notice  of  proposed  addition  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1977,  November  18,  1976 
(41  FR  50975)  of  the  commodity  listed 
below  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  January  25,  1977  (42  FR  4512) . 

After  consideration  of  all  the  relevant 
data  presented,  the  Committee  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  commodity  listed  below 
is  suitable  for  procurement  by  tiie  C^v- 
ernment  under  Pub.  L.  92-28,  85  Stat.  77. 
Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  added  to  the 
Procurement  List. 

Class  7340 

Spoon,  Picnic,  Plastic  (IB)  7340-00-J19-1300. 
By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
|FR  Doc.77-8182  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 

PROCUREMENT  LIST  1977 
Proposed  Additions 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  2(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L.  92-28;  85  Stat. 
77,  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the  f(rf- 
lowing  commodities  to  Procurement  List 
1977,  November  18,  1976  (41  PR  50975). 
Class  8340 

Pin.  Tent,  Aluminum  8340-00-261-9749. 

Class  7930 

Olasfi  Cleaner,  7930-00-664-8910,  7930-00- 
184-0^. 

Cleaning  Compound.  Porcelain,  7930-00-664- 
7483. 

If  the  Committee  approves  the  pro¬ 
posed  additions,  all  entities  of  the  (Gov¬ 
ernment  will  be  required  to  procure  the 
above  commodities  from  workshops  for 
the  blind  or  other  severly  handicapped. 

Comments  and  views  regarding  the 
proposed  additions  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  on  or  before  April  18,  1977. 
Communications  should  be  adressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other 
Severly  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
on  or  before  September  19, 1977. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
[FR  Doc.77-6183  Filed  8-17-77:8:46  am] 


PR(X:UREMENT  LIST  1977 
Deletion 

Notice  of  proposed  deletions  from 
Procurement  List  1977,  November  18, 
1976  (41  PR  50975)  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  25,  1977 
(42*!PR  4512) . 

After  consideration  of  all  the  relevant 
data  presented,  the  Committee  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  commodity  listed  be¬ 
low  is  no  Imiger  suitable  for  procurement 
by  the  Government  under  Pub,  L.  92-28, 
85  Stat.  77.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  de¬ 
leted  from  the  Procurement  List. 

Class  3990 

Pallet,  Material  Handling,  3990-00-935-7960. 

By  the  Committee.  - 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

(PR  Doc.77-8184  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 

COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
March  11,  1977. 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Coimcil  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  March  7  through  March  11, 
1977.  The  date  of  receipt  for  each  state¬ 
ment  is  noted  in  the  statement  summary. 
Under  Council  Guidelines  the  minimum 
period  for  public  review  and  comment  on 
draft  envlrcmmental  impact  statements 
in  forty-five  (45)  days  from  this  Federal 
Register  notice  of  availability  (May  2, 
1977).  The  thirty  (30)  day  period  for 
each  final  statement  begins  on  the  day 
the  statement  is  made  available  to  the 
Coimcil  and  to  commenting  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  available 
at  10  cents  per  page  frcmi  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Ck>ntact:  Mr.  Errett  Deck,  CowdinaUM-,  En- 
vironmental  Quality  Activities,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  at  Agriculture,  Room  3S9-A,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20250,  202-^7-6827. 

forest  service 

Draft 

Umpqua  National  Forest,  Timber  Plan, 
Douglas,  Lane,  and  Jackson  Counties,  Oreg., 
Mar.  7:  Proposed  is  the  implementation  of  a 
revised  ten  year  Timber  Management  Plan 
for  the  Umpqua  National  FcH-est.  The  pro¬ 
posed  sell  level  of  348.6  million  board  feet  per 
year  is  based  on  a  level  of  intensive  manage¬ 
ment  that  can  be  realistically  programmed 
during  the  plan  period.  Adverse  effects  in¬ 
clude  the  temporary  baring  of  soil  to  erosive 
forces  through  timber  harvest  and  road  con¬ 
struction  activities.  (ELR  Order  No.  70295.) 
Final 

Cherokee  National  Forest,  Timber  Manage¬ 
ment  Plan,  Tennessee  and  North  Carolina, 
Mar.  7:  Proposed  is  a  10-year  timber  man¬ 
agement  program  for  the  Cherokee  National 
F(»«st.  The  plan  proposes  even-aged  forest 
management  for  that  part  of  the  Forest 
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which  is  suitable  for  sustained  yield  Umber 
production  and  not  resenred  for  some  other 
use.  The  proposed  potential  yield  for 

sawtimber  and  pulpwood  is  42.4  MMBF  and 
132.5  M  Cords  from  approximately  8.200  acres 
of  regeneration  and  11,950  acres  of  inter¬ 
mediate  cuttings.  Adverse  effects  include  tem¬ 
porary  increases  in  turbidity  and  stream  run¬ 
off,  and  temporary  shifts  in  wildlife  popula- 
tkm.  Comments  made  by:  EPA.  UU1>.  TVA, 
COE.  DOI,  U8DA,  State  and  local  agencies 
and  concerned  groups  and  persons.  (EILR  Or¬ 
der  No.  70297.) 

Savage  Run  Unit,  Medicine  Bow  National 
Forest.  Carbon  and  Albany  Counties.  Wyo., 
Mar.  7:  The  statement  concerns  the  revised 
i*n<i  iise  plan  for  the  18.900  acre  Savage  Run 
Unit  of  the  Medicine  Bow  National  Forest. 
The  proposal  includes  the  cutUng  of  trees  on 
8,680  acres,  construction  of  2  miles  of  per¬ 
manent  roads  and  9  miles  of  temporary  roads, 
enhancement  of  wildlife  habitat  on  5,395 
acres,  retention  of  the  uiMievel<^>ed  character 
of  the  land  on  4,825  acres,  and  the  closure  of 
104200  acres  to  motorized  vehicles.  Adverse 
impacts  of  the  plan  Include  temporary  dis¬ 
ruption  of  mineral  prospecting  and,  or  min¬ 
ing  on  8,680  acres.  Increased  fire  hazard  on 
8,680  acres,  and  increased  Insect  and  disease 
potential  on  4,825  acres.  Comments  made  by: 
EPA,  State  and  local  agencies  and  concerned 
citizens.  (EIjR  Order  No.  70298.) 

Department  of  Commerce 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Oaller,  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  tor  Environmental  Affairs, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20280,  202-377-2186. 

NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Supplement 

Marine  Mammals/ Yellowffsh  Tuna  Seine 
(S-2),  Mar.  8:  This  statement  supplements  a 
fln^i  EIS  filed  in  November,  1975.  The  pro¬ 
posed  action  is  the  promulgation  of  regula¬ 
tions  that  would  authorize  the  issuance  of  a 
general  permit  to  allow  the  take  of  marine 
mammals  incidental  to  yellowflsh  tuna  purse 
seine  fishing.  The  regulations  establish  a 
involved  in  the  fishery;  a  prohibition  on  en- 
quota  or  prohibition  on  the  take  of  17  stocks 
involved  in  the  fishery;  a  prohibition  on  en¬ 
circling  pure  schools  of  certain  stocks  and  a 
prohibition  on  encircling  eastern  and  Costa 
Rican  qilnner  dolphins  and  coastal  spotted 
dolphins.  In  addition,  certain  revisions  to 
the  regulations  governing  required  gear  and 
the  operation  of  purse  seine  vessels  are  being 
promulgated.  (ELR  Order  No.  70303.) 

Department  Op  Defense,  Army  Corps 

Contact:  Lt.  Col.  John  R.  Hill,  Jr.,  Assist¬ 
ant  Director  of  Civil  Works,  Environmental 
Programs  DAEN-CWZ-P,  Office  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers.  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers. 
1000  Independence  Avenue,  SW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20314,  202-893-7093. 

Draft 

Grand  Haven  Harbor  Modifications.  Michi¬ 
gan.  Mar.  9:  Proposed  is  the  deepening  of 
the  entrance  channel  and  harbor  of  Grand 
Haven  Harbor,  Grand  Haven.  Michigan.  The 
selected  plan  involvee  dredging  the  en¬ 
trance  channel  to  a  depth  of  29  feet,  the 
harbor  to  27  feet,  and  the  development  of  a 
new  turning  basin  for  empty  Class  7  ves¬ 
sels.  The  proposed  plan  also  entails  the 
deposition  oi  all  pointed  materials  into  a 
confined  disposal  site  which  will  occupy  a 
nearby  parcel  of  upland  property  owned  by 
the  Construction  Aggregates  Corporation. 
Thirty  acres  of  land  will  be  removed  from 
blologleal  productivity.  (Detroit  District) 
(KLA  Order  No.  70808.) 


Final 

Theodore  Channel  Extension.  Mobile  Bay. 
Mobile  County.  Ala^  Mar  10:  The  statement 
refers  to  the  modification  the  existing 
Federal  project  to  provide  for  a  diagonal 
channel  alignment  in  Mobile  Bay.  The  ac¬ 
tion  now  proposed  would  modify  the  shore¬ 
line  anchorage  area  to  include  an  anchor¬ 
age  and  turning  basin  40  feet  deep,  1,200 
feet  wide,  and  2,200  feet  long.  The  project 
would  result  in  noise,  air,  and  water  pol¬ 
lution,  as  well  as  the  loss  of  benthic  orga¬ 
nisms  and  loss  of  terrestrial  and  marine  hab¬ 
itats.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  DOC,  HUD, 
USCG,  EPA,  (ELR  Order  No.  70318.) 

Clark  Maritime  Centre.  Clark  County,  Ind., 
Mar.  10:  Proposed  is  the  construction  and 
operation  of  a  public  port  on  the  Ohio  River 
near  Jeffersonville,  Indiana,  and  an  associat¬ 
ed  Industrial  Park  by  the  Indians  Port  Com¬ 
mission.  The  port  facilities  will  require  about 
200  acres  of  land  and  will  be  built  on  the 
flood  plain  of  the  Ohio  River  behind  Slxmlle 
Island  along  3500  feet  of  rlverbank  between 
Ohio  R.  miles  597  and  598.  The  Industrial 
Park  will  extend  approximately  3  miles  NW 
from  the  port  to  SR  62.  Adverse  effects  in¬ 
clude  the  alteration  of  i020  acres  of  primar¬ 
ily  agricultural  and  wooded  land,  displace¬ 
ment  of  16  families,  and  loss  of  wildlife  hab¬ 
itat.  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  DOI.  FPC, 
DOC,  USCG,  AHP,  State  and  local  agencies, 
and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No. 
70310.) 

Ludlngtou  Harbor,  Mitigation  of  Shore 
Damage  Mason  County,  Mich..  Mar.  10:  The 
statement  concerns  the  mitigation  of  shore 
erosion  caused  in  part  by  Federal  navigation 
structures  in  Ludlngton  Harbor,  Michigan. 
Two  beach  nourishment  supply  sites  will  be 
established  and  maintained  from  the  un¬ 
polluted  sediment  near  the  mouth  of  the 
harbor.  The  dredging  and  placement  of 
dredged  materiads  will  disturb  benthos  m 
the  area  and  result  in  increased  turbidity. 
(Detroit  District.)  Comments  made  by:  AHP, 
FPC,  DOC.  DOI,  HEW.  DOT.  EPA.  (ELR  Or¬ 
der  No.  70315.) 

Winona  Flood  Control  and  Waterfront  De¬ 
velopment,  Winona  County,  Minn.,  Mar.  10: 
The  statement  refers  to  a  project  for  flood 
control  and  waterfront  development  along 
the  Mississippi  River  at  Winona.  Construc¬ 
tion  of  a  flood  barrier  along  the  riverfront 
and  downstream  portion  of  Winona  would 
continue  as  would  floodplain  regulations. 
The  project  would  provide  protectkm  for 
Winona  against  a  flood  having  an  expected 
frequency  of  occurrence  of  about  once  every 
3(W  years.  Adverse  effects  Include  loss  of 
marshland,  displacement  of  8  acres  of  water 
and  floodplain  forest,  and  Impacts  to  the 
aesthetic  environment  due  to  the  height  of 
the  flood  barrier.  (St.  Paul  District.)  Com¬ 
ments  made  by;  EPA.  USDA.  DOI.  SUte  and 
local  agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  )ELR 
Order  No.  70314.) 

Gordons  Creek  Flood  Control,  Forrest. 
County,  Miss..  Mar.  10:  The  proposed  flood 
control  project  for  Gordons  Creek  Involves 
channel  enlargement,  clearing,  and 
along  2.35  miles  of  the  Creek.  Adverse  impacts 
include  temporary  adverse  effect  to  water 
quality  and  construction-related  noise  and 
disruption.  (Mobile  District.)  Comments 
made  by:  DOI,  DOT,  EPA.  USDA.  and  State 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  70320.) 

Broken  Bow  Lake,  Pins  Creek  lAke,  Mill- 
wood  Lake,  Oklahoma  and  Arkansas,  Mm.  10: 
The  project  entails  the  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  Broken  Bow  and  Pine  Creek 
Lakes,  Oklahoma,  and  Millwood  Ijaka,  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Major  project  activities  Inciuds  the 
operation  of  reservoirs  for  flood  control:  mu¬ 
nicipal  and  industrial  water  supply;  hydro¬ 
electric  power  generation;  management  of 


land  and  water  resources;  and  operation  and 
maintenance  of  project  structures  and  fa¬ 
cilities.  Adverse  Inqiacts  are  soil  erosion  (due 
to  heavy  recreational  use,  and  traffic  and 
wave  action  on  the  shoreline);  damage  or 
loss  of  vegetation  (due  to  pool  fluctuation 
and  construction  activity),  and  alterations 
of  the  natural  environment  through  recrea¬ 
tional  development.  (Tulsa  District.)  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  EPA,  HUD,  DOI,  AHP,  DOC. 
HEW,  FPC,  and  State  and  local  agencies,  and 
concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order  No.  70317.) 

Supplement 

New  Melones  Lake,  Camp  Nine  Road  Relo¬ 
cation  (S-2).  Calaveras  County.  Calif.,  Mar. 
11:  This  statement  supplements  a  final  EIS 
concerning  the  Camp  Nine  Road  Relocation, 
New  Melones  Lake.  Stanislaus  River,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  proposed  action  involves  the  re¬ 
location  of  about  1  mile  of  the  Camp  Nine 
Road  and  construction  of  a  replacement 
bridge  about  5(M)  feet  long.  Adverse  effects 
Include  loes  of  aesthetics,  and  alteration 
destruction,  or  disturbance  of  cultural  re¬ 
sources  and  wildlife  and  natural  habitat 
values  on  8.75  acres  of  land,  a  portion  of 
which  supports  riparian  vegetation.  (Sacra¬ 
mento  District)  (EffjR  Order  No.  70325) 

NOTICE 

The  CEQ  Federal  Rxcister  listing  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1977  listed  the  Anal  environmental 
impact  statement  filed  by  the  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers  concerning  the  Sterling  C. 
Robertson  Dam  and  Limestone  Lake 
(Texas)  as  having  been  received  by  the 
Council  on  February  17,  1977.  In  fact,  the 
Council  had  also  received  5  copies  of  the 
statement  on  February  11,  1977  (one  week 
earlier)  and  a  notice  of  receipt  appeared 
in  the  Fesexal  Rscister  of  February  18. 
1977.  We  apologize  for  any  confusion  that 
this  double  notice  may  have  caused,  and  re¬ 
quest  that  in  the  future  the  Army  Corps 
send  only  5  copies  to  CEQ.  The  date  of 
receipt  of  the  first  5  copies  (February  II) 
will  stand  as  the  official  filing  date. 

General  Services  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Andrew  E.  Kauders.  Exec¬ 
utive  Director,  Environmental  Affairs  Divi¬ 
sion.  General  Services  Administration,  18th 
and  F  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D  C.  20405, 
202-566-1100 

Final 

Haines  Border  Station,  U.S./Canada  Bor¬ 
der,  Alaska.  March  8:  Ttic  proposed  action 
provides  for  construction  of  a  border  station 
at  the  U.S.  Canadian  border  40  miles  north 
of  Haines.  Alaska.  The  project  Includes  an 
inspection  station  with  attached  covered 
primary  and  secondary  inspection  areas,  two 
residences,  a  mobile  home,  and  a  small  ga¬ 
rage.  The  complex  will  provide  approximately 
14,900  square  feet  of  oocuplable  area.  Proj¬ 
ect  implementation  will  cause  the  character 
of  the  land,  now  virtual  wilderness,  to  be 
changed  by  construction  and  by  the  in¬ 
creased  concentration  of  people  at  the  site. 
Tha  historic  Pleasant  Camp  District  will 
ba  impacted.  Comments  made  by:  ahp, 
USDA.  EPA.  FPC,  HUD.  DOI,  DJUS.  TREA, 
State  and  local  agenclsa,  and  concerned 
citizens.  (BLR  Order  No.  70802.) 

DiPAaTMXMT  o<  HUD 

Contact:  Mr.  RIehavd  H.  Broun,  Director, 
06Bca  of  Environmental  Qualily.  Department 
of  Houslag  and  UVEan  Devotopment,  45  7th 
Street  SW,  Waahtngton.  D.C.  80410,  808- 
756-6808. 

Draft 

Forestbrook  Subdlvistoa,  Myrtle  Beach, 
Horry  County,  8,C..  March  7:  Proposed  Is  the 
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r«sldential  development  (rf  a  470  acre  tract 
of  land  In  the  area  of  Myrtle  Beach,  South 
Carolina,  to  include  approxlmat^y  1,164 
dwelling  units.  The  development  plans  in¬ 
clude  a  clubhouse,  tennis  courts,  swimming 
pool,  bridle  paths,  and  a  small  commercial 
center.  Approximately  130  lots  will  be  devel¬ 
oped  with  frontage  on  a  proposed  interior 
canal,  providing  access  to  the  Atlantic  Intra¬ 
coastal  Waterway.  Forestbrook  is  proposed  to 
be  totally  developed  over  a  10-12  year  period. 
Open,  wooded  land  will  be  converted  to  urban 
use.  (EIiR  Order  No.  70298.) 

Sansaree  Planned  Community,  Berkeley 
County,  S.C.,  March  9:  Proposed  is  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  Sangaree  Planned  Com¬ 
munity  on  a  1,200  acre  tract  in  Berkeley 
County,  S.C.,  70%  of  which  will  be  sin¬ 
gle  family  residential.  Other  long  range  land 
uses  include  multifamily,  offices,  light  com¬ 
mercial,  light  industrial,  and  public  and 
quasi-public  buildings.  Sangaree  is  proposed 
to  be  totally  developed  over  a  6-16  year  pe¬ 
riod.  Adverse  effects  include  the  conversion 
of  open  and  wooded  land  to  urban  use.  (ELR 
Order  No.  70305.) 

The  following  are  Community  Development 
Block  Grant  statements  prepared  and  circu¬ 
lated  directly  by  applicants  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  104(h)  of  the  1974  Housing  and  Com¬ 
munity  Development  Act.  Copies  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  office  of  the  apprc^flate  local 
chief  executive.  (Copies  are  not  available 
from  HUD.) 

Final 

Winston-Salem  State  Univ.,  Community 
ProJ.  No.  3,  Winston-Salem  and  Forsyth 
Counties,  N.C.,  March  9:  Proposed  is  the 
Greater  Winston-Salem  State  University 
Community  Development  Project  No.  3.  The 
project  area  is  bounded  by  1-40  on  the  north, 
Salem  Creek  on  the  south,  UB.  62  on  the  west 
and  an  irregiilar  line  crossing  the  Winston- 
Salem  State  University  campus  and  follow¬ 
ing  Stadium  Drive  on  the  east.  Special  activi¬ 
ties  proposed  include  acquisition,  relocation, 
clearance,  and  site  improvements  on  12.8 
acres  of  residential  land.  The  land  will  pro¬ 
vide  right-of-way  for  the  relocation  of  Sta¬ 
dium  Drive  south  of  Claremont  Avenue  and 
8.25  acres  for  expansion  of  the  Winston- 
Salem  State  University  campus.  Comments 
made  by:  HEW,  DOC,  EPA,  state  and  local 
agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order 
No.  70307.) 

Depabtbkent  of  Intebiob 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  531, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D  C.  20240,  202-343-389. 

BUKEAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Final 

Emery  Power  Plant,  Emery  County,  Utah, 
March  10:  Proposed  is  the  construction  and 
operation  of  two  430  megawatt  coal-fired, 
steam-electric  generating  units  by  the  Utah 
Power  and  Light  Co.,  in  Emery  County,  Utah. 
Two  345  kilovolt  transmission  lines  would 
deliver  power  to  substations  near  Camp 
Williams  and  Sugurd,  with  a  third  line  tying 
the  two  substations  togethw.  The  project 
may  not  meet  Class  n  air  quality  limitations 
under  the  Prevention  of  Significant  Det^i- 
oration  Regulations,  and  the  plant  would  be 
within  a  100  mile  radius  of  a  number  of  Na¬ 
tional  Parks,  Recreational  areas.  Monuments 
and  Forests,  all  of  which  have  the  poteiitial 
of  redesignation  to  a  Class  I  area.  Comments 
made  by:  AHP,  USDA,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  DOT, 
EPA,  and  FEA.  (ELR  Order  No.  70313.) 
Supplement 

Fort  Mohave  Land  Sale  (S-1).  Clarke 
County,  Nev.,  March  8:  This  supplement  was 


prepared  in  response  to  the  National  Re¬ 
source  Defense  CouncU,  Inc.  and  Environ¬ 
mental  Defense  Fund  comments  on  the  final 
EIS  (filed  in  January  1975) .  Proposed  is  the 
transfer  of  the  remaining  9,000  acres  of  Na¬ 
tional  Resource  Lands  in  Clarke  County, 
Nevada,  to  the  State  of  Nevada  under  the 
Fort  Mohave  Act  of  AprU  22, 1960,  Pi.  86-443. 
Transfer  to  the  Nevada  Division  of  Colorado 
River  Resources  would  take  place  over  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  six  years  after  approval  by  the  l^c- 
retary  of  Interior.  (ELR  Order  No.  70300.) 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 
Final 

FV  1978  Proposed  Program,  BPA,  March  8: 
This  statement  outlines  the  Bonneville  Power 
Administration’s  FY  1978  Program.  Included 
are:  new  transmission  lines,  and  reconducted 
lines,  three  possible  new  substations,  equip¬ 
ment  additions  to  six  existing  substations, 
maintenance  of  12,500  miles  of  existing 
transmission  lines,  control  of  vegetation  on 
approximately  16,500  acres  of  transmission 
line  rights-of-way  and  950  acres  of  substa¬ 
tion  property.  Adverse  impacts  include  con¬ 
struction  disruption  and  increased  risk  of 
man-caused  accidents.  Comments  made  by: 
DOI,  EPA,  AHP,  HUD,  COE,  and  concerned 
groups  and  organizations.  (ELR  Order  No. 
70301.) 

BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

Supplement 

Scoggins  Valley  Rd.,  Tuslatin  ProJ.  (S-2), 
Washington  County,  Oreg.,  March  8:  This 
statement  supplements  a  final  EIS  filed  with 
CEQ  in  April  1972.  Proposed  is  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  approximately  3  miles  of  the  county 
roads  providing  access  to  Henry  Hagg  Lake. 
The  actions  covered  Involve  the  completion 
of  necessary  road  improvements  and  exten¬ 
sions  to  provide  safe  and  adequate  access  to 
the  Henry  Hagg  Lake  and  related  recreation 
areas.  Highway  construction  will  remove  25 
acres  of  Wildlife  habitat.  (ELR  Order  No. 
70299.)  * 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street  8W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  202-426-4367. 

Final 

1979  Average  Fuel  Economy  Standard,  Non- 
passenger,  March  8:  Prc^KNsed  is  an  average 
fuel  economy  standard  (AFES)  for  nonpas¬ 
senger  automobiles  (NPAs)  not  more  than 
6,000  pounds  gross  vehicle  weight  rating, 
which  are  manufactured  in  model  year  1979. 
The  proposal  would  require  that  the  produc¬ 
tion  weighted  average  fuel  economy  of  all 
NPAs  of  each  manufacture  equal  or  exceed 
18.7  mpg.  Fuel  economy  would  be  determined 
in  accordance  with  procedures  established 
by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Compliance  with  the  requirement  would  re¬ 
sult  in  a  decrease  in  the  consumption  of  fuel 
by  NPAs.  Comments  made  by  EPA,  FEA, 
DOT,  DLAB,  DOI,  USDA,  and  interested  or¬ 
ganizations  and  persons.  (ELR  Order  No. 
70304.) 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
Draft 

UB.  27,  Lansing  to  Ithaca,  Michigan, 
March  10:  Proposed  is  the  construction  of  a 
four-lane  freeway  beginning  at  1-69  north  of 
TAnaii%  and  extending  northward  to  the 
south  side  of  Ithaca  where  UB.  27  begins  as 
a  rural  limited  access  highway.  Project 
length  is  approximately  31  miles.  Adverse  ef¬ 
fects  include  the  acquisition  of  from  220  to 
1,520  acres  of  land,  and  the  displacement  of 
as  many  as  200  families.  Each  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  alignments  will  affect,  sever  and/or 


eliminate  woodlots.  (Region  5.)  (ELR  Order 
No.  70319.) 

F.AB.  Route  1270,  Dundy  County,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  March  10:  The  proposed  project  consists 
of  the  upgrading  and  placement  of  a  bridge 
on  an  0.8  mile  segment  of  county  road  (F.AB. 
Route  1270)  0.3  mile  east  of  Benkelman.  Also 
included  is  grading,  a  gravel  surface  course, 
a  major  1700  foot  long  channel  change,  and 
culverts.  'Ihe  proposed  Improvement  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  Dundy  County’s  One  and  Six  Tear 
Plan  with  the  intent  that  the  completed 
project  will  be  coordinated  in  a  total  inter- 
county  network  of  roads  throughout  the 
state.  Between  2.4  and  10  acres  of  land  will 
be  acquired  for  right-of-way.  (Region  7.) 
(ELR  Order  No.  70311.) 

Route  9,  Cedar  Place  to  Beach  Rd.,  West¬ 
chester  County,  N.T.,  March  10:  Proposed  is 
the  Improvement  of  a  mile-long  portion  of 
Route  9  from  Cedar  Place  on  the  south  to 
Beach  Road  on  the  north  in  the  Village  of 
Ossining,  New  York,  The  limits  of  the  project 
Include  most  of  the  length  of  State  Highway 
5482  and  all  of  State  Highways  9266  and  1890, 
Within  these  limits  Route  9  presently  has 
one  traffic  lane  in  each  direction.  Adverse 
effects  include  acquisition  of  land,  displace¬ 
ment  of  as  many  as  60  families  and  10  busi¬ 
nesses,  and  partial  loss  of  community  cohe¬ 
sion.  A  4(f)  statement  concerning  the  First 
Baptist  Church  is  Included.  (Region  I.)  (ELR 
Order  No.  70316.) 

Final 

Project  1-20-1(40),  Jefferson  County,  Ala., 
March  9:  Proposed  is  the  construction  of  a 
2.8-mile,  6  lane  facility  in  Jefferson  County, 
Alabama.  The  project  extends  from  east  of 
the  1-459  and  1-26  Route  Interchange  to  the 
U.S.  78  Interchange  at  Red  Diamond  Mines 
near  Leeds.  Adverse  impacts  include  the  dis¬ 
placement  of  approximately  30  individuals. 
(Region  4.)  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  DOI, 
DOT,  COE,  HUD,  and  DOD,  (ELR  Order  No. 
70309.) 

Conn.  156,  Bridge  and  Approaches,  Water¬ 
ford,  New  London  County,  Conn.,  March  7: 
’The  proposed  project  is  the  replacement  of 
the  Nlantic  River  swing  bridge  on  Route  156 
and  construction  of  the  approaching  road¬ 
ways  in  the  towns  of  East  Lyme  and  Water¬ 
ford,  Connecticut.  ’The  recommended  align¬ 
ment  begins  at  the  western  end  of  the  “Bar” 
and  crosses  the  Niantlc  River  north  of  the 
existing  bridge.  It  then  continues  north  of 
existing  156,  bridges  Nlantic  River  Road  and 
rejoins  exisUng  156  at  the  base  of  Route  156 
located  to  the  north.  The  action  would  dis¬ 
place  8  families  and  4  businesses.  (Region  1.) 
Comments  made  by:  USDA.  DOC,  HEW,  DOT, 
AHP,  FPC,  USCG,  ABC,  state  and  local 
agencies,  and  concerned  citizens.  (ELR  Order 
No.  70294.) 

Urban  Mass  Transit  Administration 
Draft 

Newark-Plalnfield  CorridcH',  PATH,  New 
Jersey,  March  11:  Proposed  is  the  granting 
of  capital  assistance  to  the  Port  Authority  of 
New  York  and  New  Jersey  for  a  seventeen  mile 
extension  of  its  Port  Authority  Trans-Hudson 
(PA’TH)  system  from  its  present  terminus  in 
Newark,  New  Jersey  to  Plainfield,  New  Jersey. 
Included  in  the  project  would  be  the  con¬ 
struction  of  new  PATH  trackage  along::ide 
the  Penn  Central  right-of-way  with  a  new 
station  at  McClellan  Street  to  serve  Newark 
International  Airport,  and  station  construc- 
ti  1  at  Elizabeth,  Roselle/Roselle  Park,  Cran- 
forJ,  Westfield/Garwood,  Fanwood,  Scotch 
Plains  and  Plainfield.  Twelve  buildings  would 
be  demolished.  (ELR  Order  No.  70330.) 

David  W.  Tundermann, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.77-8280  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 
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INTERAGENCY  COMMITTEE  ON  PRIORITY 
CHEMICALS  TESTING 

Meeting 

This  notice  is  intended  to  advise  all 
interested  persons  of  the  schedule  for  the 
meeting  of  the  Interagency  Committee 
on  Priority  Chemicals  Testing  estab¬ 
lished  under  section  4(e)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  for  the  purpose 
of  making  recommendations  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  regarding  priorities  for 
issuance  of  requirements  for  testing  of 
chemical  substances  and  mixtures. 

In  accordance  with  the  schedule  estab¬ 
lished  at  the  Conunlttee’s  March  10 
meeting,  a  meeting  will  be  held  Thurs¬ 
day,  March  24,  1077,  at  9  a.m.  in  room 
6104,  New  Executive  OfiBce  Bxillding,  726 
Jackson  Place,  Washington,  D.C. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
attend. 

Elated:  March  11, 1977. 

Warren  R.  Muir, 
Interim  Chairman. 

|PR  Doc.77-8181  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF, DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK 
FORCE  ON  INTELLIGENCE 

Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

The  Defense  Science  Board  Task 
Force  rni  Intelligence  will  meet  in  closed 
session  on  April  13, 1977  in  the  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  Director  of  Defense  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering  on  scientific  and 
technical  matters  as  they  affect  the  per¬ 
ceived  needs  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense. 

The  Task  Force  will  provide  a  review 
of  intelligence  requirements  and  Issues 
reporting  on  alternative  solutions. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
Appendix  1,  Title  5.  United  States  Code, 
it  has  been  determined  that  this  Task 
Three  meeting  ccmcems  matters  listed 
in  section  552b.(c)  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  specifically  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  thereof,  and  that  accordingly 
this  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Maurice  W.  Rqche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  (Comptroller) . 

March  15,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-^8197  Filed  3-n-77;8;46  am| 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(PRL  700-4;  PP3G1377  T94| 

2  •  [[4  -  CHLORO-G-CETHYLAMINO  s-TRIA- 

ZIN  •  2-YL]AMIN0]-2METHYLPR0PI0NI- 

TRILE 

Extension  of  a  Temporary  Tolerance 

On  April  6,  1976,  the  Ekivironmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  announced 
(40  PR  14587)  an  extension  of  a  tempo- 


NOTICES 

rai-y  tolerance  for  residues  of  the  herbi¬ 
cide  2-l(4-chloro-6-(ethylamlno)-3-trl- 
azin  -  2-yl)amlnol-2-methylpropionltrlle 
in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity 
soybeans  at  0.05  part  per  million  (ppm) . 
Tills  tolerance  was  established  (38  FR 
31203)  in  response  to  a  pesticide  petition 
(PP  3G1377)  submitted  by  Shell  Chem¬ 
ical  Co..  Div.  of  Shell  OU  Co.,  Suite  200, 
1025  Connecticut  Ave.  NW,  Washington 
DC  20036.  Thl.s  extension  is  scheduled 
to  expire  March  17. 1977. 

Shell  Chemical  Co.  has  requested  a 
one-year  extension  of  this  temporary  tol¬ 
erance  both  to  permit  continued  t«ting 
to  obtain  additional  data  and  to  permit 
the  marketing  of  the  above  raw  agricul¬ 
tural  commodity  when  treated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  an  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  that  is  being  extended 
concurrently  under  the  Federal  Insecti¬ 
cide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodentlcide  Act 
(FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973;  89 
Stat.  751;  7  UB.C,  136(a)  etseq.). 

The  scientific  data  reported  and  all 
other  relevant  material  have  been  evalu¬ 
ated,  and  it  has  been  determined  that  an 
extension  of  the  temporary  tolerance  will 
protect  the  public  health.  Therefore,  the 
temporary  ti^erance  is  extended  on  con¬ 
dition  that  the  pesticide  is  used  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit  with  the  following  provisions; 

1.  The  total  amount  of  the  pesticide  to 
be  used  must  not  exceed  the  quantity 
authorized  by  the  experimental  use 
permit. 

2.  Shell  Chemical  Co.  must  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  the  EPA  of  any  findings 
from  the  experimental  use  that  have  a 
bearing  on  kafety.  The  firm  must  also 
keep  records  of  production,  distribution, 
and  performance  and  on  request  make 
the  records  available  to  any  authorized 
officer  or  employee  of  the  EPA  or  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

This  temporary  tolerance  expires 
March  17.  1978.  Residues  not  in  excess 
of  0.05  ppm  remaining  in  or  on  soybeans 
after  this  expiration  date  will  not  be 
considered  actionable  if  the  pesticide  is 
legally  applied  during  the  term  of  and 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
experimental  use  permit  and  temporary 
tolerances.  This  temporary  tolerance 
may  be  revoked  if  the  experimental  use 
permit  is  revoked  or  if  any  scientific  data 
or  experience  with  this  pesticide  indi¬ 
cate  such  revocation  is  neces.sary  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  public  health. 

(Sec.  408(J),  Federal  Food,  Dnig.  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a<J)  |.) 

Dated;  March  11. 1977. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division. 

|FR  Doc.77  8265  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  ami 


(OTP- 33000/496;  PRL  701-3) 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATION  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub- 
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Ushed  in  the  P^eral  Register  <39  PR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  Section  3(c)(1) 
(D)  of  the  Federal  Insecticide.  FUngi- 
clde,  and  Rodentlcide  Act  (FIFRA),  as 
amended  (“Interim  Policy  Statement”). 
On  January  22,  1976.  ET*A  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  document  en¬ 
titled  “Registration  of  a  Pesticide  Prod¬ 
uct — (Consideration  of  Data  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  in  Support  of  an  Applica¬ 
tion”  (41  FR  3339).  This  d(Xiument  de¬ 
scribed  the  changes  in  the  Agency’s  pro¬ 
cedures  for  implementing  Section  3<c) 
(1)  (D)  of  FIFRA.  as  set  out  in  the  In¬ 
terim  Policy  Statement  which  were  ef¬ 
fected  by  the  enactment  of  the  recent 
amendments  to  FIFRA  on  November  28. 
1975  (PX.  94-140),  and  the  new  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  registration  and  re¬ 
registration  of  pesticides  which  became 
effective  on  August  4,  1975  <40  CFR  Part 
162). 

Pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  these  Federal  Agister  documents. 
EPA  hereby  gives  notice  of  the  applica¬ 
tions  for  pesticide  registration  listed  be¬ 
low.  In  some  cases  these  applications 
have  recently  been  received;  in  other 
cases,  applications  have  been  amended 
by  the  submission  of  additional  support¬ 
ing  data,  the  election  of  a  new  method 
of  support,  or  the  submission  of  new 
“offer  to  pay”  statements. 

In  the  case  of  all  application<^.  the  la¬ 
beling  furnished  by  the  iq>pllcant  for  the 
product  will  be  available  for  inspection  at 
the  Ebivlronmental  Protection  Agency. 
Room  209,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street. 
SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20460.  In  the  case 
of  applications  si.bject  to  the  new  Section 
3  regulations,  and  applications  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  new  Section  3  regulations 
which  utilize  either  the  2(a)  or  2(b) 
method  of  support  specified  in  the  Inte¬ 
rim  Policy  Statement,  all  data  citations 
submitted  or  referenced  by  the  applicant 
in  support  of  the  application  will  be 
made  available  for  inspection  at  the 
above  address.  This  information  (pro¬ 
posed  labeling  and.  where  applicable, 
data  citations)  will  also  be  supplied  by 
mall,  upon  request.  However,  such  a  re¬ 
quest  should  be  made  only  when  circum¬ 
stances  make  it  inconvenient  for  the  in¬ 
spection  to  be  made  at  the  Agency  of¬ 
fices. 

Any  person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an 
ap[dicant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  de- 
vel(H>ed  and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after 
January  1,  1970,  is  being  used  to  sup¬ 
port  an  application  described  in  this 
notice,  (c)  desires  to  assert  a  claim  un¬ 
der  Section  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such  use  of 
his  data,  and  (^)  wishes  to  preserve  his 
right  to  have  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mine  the  amount  of  reasonable  compen¬ 
sation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for  such  use 
of  the  data  or  the  status  of  such  data 
under  Section  10  must  notify  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  and  the  applicant  named  in 
the  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  hLs 
claim  by  certified  mall.  Notification  to 
the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Product  Control  Branch.  Registra- 
tl<Mi  Division  (WH-667),  Office  of  Pes¬ 
ticide  Programs.  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency.  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washing- 
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ton,  D.C.  20460.  Every  such  claimant 
must  include,  at  a  minimum,  the  Infor¬ 
mation  listed  in  the  Interim  Policy  State¬ 
ment  of  November  19, 1973. 

Specific  questi(ms  concerning  applica¬ 
tions  made  to  the  Agency  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  designated  Product  Miitn- 
Bger  (PM).  Registration  Division  (WH- 
567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  at  the 
above  address,  or  by  Mephone  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

PM  11,  12,  and  18— 202/75S-9S15. 

PM  21  and  22-202/424-2464. 

PM  24— 202/755-21»6. 

PM  81-202/426-2635. 

PM  83— 202/765-9041. 

PM  15, 16,  and  17—202/426-9425. 

PM  23-202/755-1397. 

PM  25-202/755-2632. 

PM  32—202/426-9486. 

PM  34-202/426-0490. 

The  Interim  Policy  Statement  requires 
that  claims  for  compensation  be  filed 
within  60  days  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  (May  17.  1977) .  With  the  exception 
of  2(c)  applications  not  subject  to  the 
new  Section  3  regulations,  and  for  which 
a  sixty-day  hold  period  for  claims  is 
provided,  EPA  will  not  delay  any  regis¬ 
tration  pending  the  assertion  of  claims 
for  compensation  or  the  determination 
of  reasonable  compensation.  Inquiries 
and  assertions  that  data  relied  upon  are 
subject  to  protection  under  Section  10 
of  FIFRA,  as  amended,  should  be  made 
on  or  before  April  18, 1977. 

Dated;  March  11, 1977. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Acting  Director. 
Registration  Division. 
Applications  Rbceiveo  (OPP  33000/495) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  20954-1.  Zoecon  C!orp.,  975  Cali¬ 
fornia  Ave.,  Palo  Alto  CA  94304.  ALT06ID 
SR-10  MOSQUITO  GROWTH  REGULA- 
TCHl.  Active  Ingredients:  methoprene  (Iso¬ 
propyl  (E,E)-ll-incthoxy-3.7,ll-trUn»thyl- 
3,4diodeca(Uenockta]  10.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of 
Interim  poUcy.  Republished:  Revised  offer 
to  pay  statement  submitted.  PM17 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  20954-1.  Zoecon  Corp.  ZOE¬ 
CON  INSECT  AND  MITE  HOUSEPLANT 
MIST  CONCENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients : 
methoprene  (Isopropyl  (E,E)-ll-methoxy- 
3,7,11  -  trimethyl  -  2,4  -  dodecadienoate  ] 
5.00%:  hexadecyl  cyclopropanecarboxylate 
3.75%;  resmethrln  ( (5-benzyl-3-furyl) 
methyl  2,2-dlmethyl-3-(2-methylpropenyl ) 
cyclopropanecarboxylate]  Min.  70%  (±) 
trans.  Max.  30%  (±)  cis  isomers  2.50%; 
related  compounds  0.35%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  Republished:  Added  data. 
PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  209540.  Zoecon  Corp.  ZOE¬ 
CON  INSECT  AND  MfTE  HOUSEPLANT 
MIST.  Active  Ingredients:  methoprene 
jlsoprc^yl  (£,E)-ll-methoxy-3,7,ll-tri- 
methyl-2,4-dodecadienoate]  0.100%;  hex¬ 
adecyl  cyclopropanecarboxylate  0.075%; 
resmethrln  ( (5-bezyl-3-furyl)  methyl  2,2- 
dimethyl  -3-  ( 2  -methylpropenyl )  cyclopro  - 
panecarboxylate]  Min.  70%  ( ± )  trans. 
Max.  30%  <±)  cis  isomers  0.050%;  related 
compounds  0.007%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
p^lcy.  Republished:  Added  data.  PM17 
EPA  File  Symbol  90954-ItN.  Zoecon  Corp. 
ZOECON  0.02%  GRANULAR  IGR  CAT¬ 
TLE  SUPPLEMENT.  Active  Ingredients: 
methoprene  (Isopropyl  (B4f)-ll-methoxy- 
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3,7.11-trimeth7l-S,4-dodecadlenate]  0.02%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  20054-RR.  Zoecon  Corp. 
ZOE(X)N  0.02%  BL(X;K  IGR  CATTLE 
SUPPLEMENT.  Active  Ingredients:  metho¬ 
prene  (Isopropyl  (E,E)-ll-methoxy-8,7,ll- 
trimethyl  -  2,4  -  dodecadienoate]  0.02%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  20954-RE.  Zoecon  Corp. 
ZOECON  0.005%  BLOCK  IGR  CATTLE 
SUPPLEMENT.  Active  Ingredients:  metho¬ 
prene  (Isopropyl  (E,E)-ll-methoxy-3.7,ll- 
trimethyl  -  2,4  -  dodecadienoate]  0.005%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  333S6-U.  Quality  Chemical 
Co..  1835  N.E.  144  St.,  N.  Miami  FL  33181. 
QUALITY  DISINFECTANT  CLEANER.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Didecyl  dimethyl  am¬ 
monium  chloride  4.5%;  Tetrasodium  ethyl- 
enediamine  tetraacetate  2.0%;  Sodium 
carbonate  1.0%;  Sodium  metaslllcate,  an¬ 
hydrous  0.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  33625-1.  Lawn  Medic,  Inc.,  1024 
Sibley  Tower,  Rochester  NY  14604.  LAWN 
MEDIC  CRABGRASS  PREVENTER  No.  2. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dimethyl  Tetrachloro- 
terephthalate  6.86%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  Application  for  reregistration. 
PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  34429-G.  American  Chem¬ 
ical  Corp.,  PO  Box  296,  Bayamon  PR  00619. 
SUPER  KILLER  500  PRESSURIZED 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  Petroleiun  Dis¬ 
tillates  73.60%;  2-Butoxyethanol  5.40%; 
O  -  Isopropoxyphenyl  Methylcarbamate 
0.60%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Revised  offer  to  pay  statement 
submitted.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  35135-G.  Markay  Labora¬ 
tories,  209  S.  Van  Norman  Rd.,  Montebello 
CA  90640.  BIOCIDE  627-L.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Disodiura  cyanodltbiomidocarbo- 
nate  4.90%;  Potassum  N-methyldlthlocar- 
bamate  6.76%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  35135-L.  Markay  Laborato¬ 
ries.  BIOCIDE  610.  Active  Ingredients: 
Poly(oxyethylene(dimethylimlnio)  -  ethyl¬ 
ene  (  dimethyllmlnio  )  ethylenedichloride] 
6.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  35667-E.  DyChem  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.,  503  N.  400  West,  Salt  Lake  City 
UT  84103.  DYCHEM  ALGOFF.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16, 
5%C12,  5%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammo¬ 
nium  chlorides  5%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12, 
5%  C12,  5%  CIS)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammo¬ 
nium  chlorides  5%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM24 

EPA  File  Symbol  35920-E.  Water  -Purifica¬ 
tion  Systems,  Inc.,  6502  N.W.  16th  St., 
Plantation  FL  33313.  SYSTEM  1  WATER 
PROCESSOR— MODEL  DEMONSTRATOR. 
Active  Ingredients:  Silver  1%.  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM33 

EPA  File  Syinbol  35920-0.  Water  Piu-lfica- 
tlon  Systems,  Inc.  SYSTEM  1  WATER 
PROCESSOR-MODEL  SY5-23.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Silver  1%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  35920-L.  Water  Purifica¬ 
tion  Systems,  Inc.  SYSTEM  1  WATER 
PROCESSOR— MODEL  SY6-24.  AcUve  in¬ 
gredients:  Silver  1%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  in¬ 
terim  policy.  PM33. 


EPA  File  Symbol  36820-L.  Water  Purifica¬ 
tion  Systems,  Inc.  SYSTEM  1  WATER 
PROCESSOR  MODEL  SY5-24  REPLACE¬ 
MENT  CANISTER.  Active  Ingredients:  Sil¬ 
ver  1%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  36920-A.  Water  Purifica¬ 
tion  Systems,  Inc.  SYSTEM  1  WATER 
PROCESSOR  MODEL  SYl-34  REPLACE¬ 
MENT  CANISTER.  Active  Ingredients:  Sil¬ 
ver  1%.  Method  of  Support;  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  37723-R.  Nasco  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.,  901  Janesville  Ave.,  Fort  At¬ 
kinson  WI  53538.  POTASSIUM  DI<3HRO- 
MATE  TABLETS.  Active  Ingredients:  Po¬ 
tassium  Dichromate  39.8%.  Method  of 
Support:  Appllcatimi  proceeds  under  2(a) 
of  interim  policy,  PM34 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  37733-R.  Reddick  Fumi¬ 
gants.  Hwy  64  W.,  PO  Drawer  71,  Wllllams- 
ton  NC  27892.  BRO-MEAN  C-2  FUMI¬ 
GANT.  Active  Ingredients:  Methyl  Bro¬ 
mide  98%;  Chloropicrin  2%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM  11 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  37733-E.  Reddick  Fumi¬ 
gants.  BRO-MEAN  C-O  FUMIGANT. 
Active  Ingredents:  Methyl  Bromide  100%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Hdll 

EPA  File  Symbol  38706-E.  Harford-West 
Associates,  Inc.,  PO  Box  81603,  4250  Pa¬ 
cific  Hwy.,  San  Diego  CA  92138.  PORTA- 
PURE  PORTABLE  WATER  PURIFIER.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Silver  Sulfide  0.2%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(a)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  38706-E.  Harford-West 
Associates,  Inc.  PORTA-PURE  MARK  III. 
Active  Ingredients;  Silver  sulfide  0Y%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(a)  of  interim  policy.  Repub- 
li^ed:  Added  use.  PM33 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  39118-E.  Besst  Chemical 
Corp.,  Box  20312,  Rio  Piedras  PR  00928. 
besst  301.  Active  Ingredients:  Methyl- 
enebis  (thiocyanate)  10%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM22 

EPA  File  Symbol  39233-R.  F.  M.  Brown’s 
Sons,  Inc.,  PO  Box  184,  Birdsboro  PA  19508. 
BROWN’S  7.76  ORAL  LARVICIDE  PRE¬ 
MIX.  Active  Ingredients:  2-chloro-l- (2,4,6- 
trlchlorophenyl)  Vinyl  dimethyl  phosphate 
7.76%.  Method  of  Support;  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM15 

EPA  File  Symbol  39310-R.  Dominion  Lab¬ 
oratories,  Inc.,  1922  Skyler  Dr..  Kalama¬ 
zoo  MI  49008.  ALGICIDE  NO.  55.  Active 
Ingredients:  Disodiiun  cysmodlthiomldo- 
carbonate  4.90%;  Potassium  N-methyldl- 
thlocarbamate  6.76%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  in¬ 
terim  p^icy.  PM32 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  39475-R.  Oxy  Metal  Indus¬ 
tries  Corp.,  32100  Stephenson  Hwy.,  Madi¬ 
son  Heights  MI  48071.  PARCO  SANITIZER 
F-’-llO.  Active  Ingredients:  Didecyl  di¬ 
methyl  ammonium  chloride  7.6%;  Isopro¬ 
panol  3.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  39589-R.  Delaware  Valley 
Water  ’Treatment  Corp.,  PO  Box  185,  Med¬ 
ford  NJ  08055.  NJ-C  214.  Active  ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dlsodium  cyanodithlnmldocarbonate 
7.35%;  Potassium  N-methyldlthlocarba- 
mate  10.15%.  Method  of  Support;  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM33 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  39638-G.  Colt  Chemical  Co., 
90  Elinor  Ave..  Akron  OH  44305.  COLT 
LIQUID  HCHdICIDK.  Active  Ingredtents: 
n-alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C18.  5%  C12.  5% 
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C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  eznmonlum  chlorides 
0.08%;  n-alkyl  (68%  CM,  32%  C14)  di¬ 
methyl  ethylben^  ammonium  chlorides 
0.08%;  Sodliun  MetasUlcste  2.4%;  Tetrs- 
sodium  ethylenedlamlne  tetraacetate  1.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Appltcstlon  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM33 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  39764-E.  Industrial  Con¬ 
sultants,  27801  Euclid  Ave..  Euclid  OH 
44132.  ALOAECIDE  IC-N.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dlsodlum  cyanodlthlomldocarbonate 
4.00%;  Potassium  N-methyldlthlocarbamate 
6.76%.  Method  of  8upp<M‘t:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  3d788-E.  B-DRO  Chemical 
Co.,  PO  Box  242,  New  Bruns  NJ  08903. 
BOWL-SANITT.  Active  Ingredients:  Octyi 
decyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride 
1.260%;  Dloctyl  dimethyl  ammonium  cblo. 
ride  0.626%;  Didecyl  dimethyl  anunonlum 
chloride  0.626%;  Alkyl  amino  betaine 
1.000%;  Hydrogen  chloride  17.600%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  39016-R.  Alpha  Pool  Co., 
091  8.W.  40  Ave.,  E4,  Ft.  Lauderdale  FL 
33317.  ALPHA  ONE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Sddlum  Hypochlorite  0.2%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  File  Smnbol  39916-R.  Sun  tt  Fun  Patio 
Showcase,  PO  Box  1629,  Stuart  FL  33494. 
SCN  &  FUN  POOL  KARE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Sodium  Hypochlorite  0.2%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  30971-0.  Culligan  of  Cen¬ 
tral  Arkansas,  1026  Valley,  Hot  Springs  AK 
71901.  TOWER-CIDE  N.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dlsodlum  cyanodlthlomldocarbonate 
4.00%;  Potassium  N-methyldlthlocarba¬ 
mate  6.76%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM33 

TPA  File  Symbol  39991-R.  Washington  Dent, 
of  Oame,  600  N.  Capitol  Way.  Olympia  WA 
08604.  M-44  CYANIDE  CAPSULES.  Active 
Ingredients:  Sodium  Cyanide  88.78%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PMll 
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RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATION  FOR  PESTICIDE 
REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  Section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended 
("Interim  Policy  Statement”).  On  Janu¬ 
ary  22,  1976,  EPA  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  a  document  entitled  “Reg¬ 
istration  of  a  Pesticide  Product — Consid¬ 
eration  of  Data  by  the  Administrator  in 
Support  of  an  Application”  (41  FR  33391. 
This  document  described  the  changes  in 
the  Agency’s  procedures  for  implement¬ 
ing  Section  3(c)(1)(D)  of  FIFRA,  as 
set  out  in  the  Interim  Policy  Statement 
which  were  effected  by  the  ensu;tment  of 
the  recent  amendments  to  FIFRA  on 
November  28,  1975  (Pub.  L.  94-1401,  and 
the  new  regulations  governing  the  regls- 


tratiofi  and  re-registraUem  of  pesticides 
y^iich  became  effective  on  August.4. 1975 
[40  CPR  Part  1621. 

Pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
these  Federal  Register  documents.  EPA 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  applications 
for  pesticide  registration  listed  below.  In 
some  cases  these  applications  have  re¬ 
cently  been  received;  in  other  cases,  ap- 
plicatlMis  have  been  amended  by  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  additional  supporting  data, 
the  election  of  a  new  method  of  support, 
or  the  submission  of  new  “offer  to  pay” 
statements. 

In  the  case  of  all  applications,  the  la¬ 
beling  furnished  by  the  applicant  for  the 
product  will  be  available  for  impection 
at  the  E^nvironmental  Protectiem  Agency, 
Rocm  209,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  In  the  case  of 
applications  subject  to  the  new  Section 
3  regulations,  and  applications  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  new  Section  3  regulations 
which  utilize  either  the  2(a)  or  2(b) 
method  of  support  specified  in  the  In¬ 
terim  Policy  Statement,  all  data  citations 
submitted  or  referenced  by  the  applicant 
in  support  of  the  application  will  be  made 
available  for  inspection  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress.  This  information  (proposed  label¬ 
ing  and.  where  applicable,  data  citations) 
will  also  be  supplied  by  mail,  upon  re¬ 
quest.  However,  such  a  request  should 
^  made  only  when  circumstances  make 
it  inconvenient  for  the  Insiiecticni  to  be 
made  at  the  Agency  offices. 

Any  person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an 
applicant  (b)  believes  that  data  he  de¬ 
veloped  and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after 
January  1,  1970,  is  being  used  to  support 
an  application  described  in  this  notice, 
(c)  desires  to  assert  a  claim  under  Sec¬ 
tion  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for  such  use  of  his  data, ' 
and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve  his  right  to 
have  the  Administrator  determine  the 
amount  of  reasonable  compensation  to 
which  he  is  entitled  for  such  use  of- the 
data  or  the  status  of  such  data  under 
Section  10  must  notify  the  Administrator 
and  the  applicant  named  in  the  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  his  claim 
by  certified  mail.  Notification  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Product  Control  Branch,  Registration 
Division  (WH-567),  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  Environmental  Protectlim 
Agency,  401  M  St.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  Every  such  clalmsmt  must  include, 
at  a  minimum,  the  information  listed  in 
the  Interim  Policy  Statement  of  Novem¬ 
ber  19, 1973. 

Specific  questions  concerning  applica¬ 
tions  made  to  the  Agen^  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  designated  Product  Mana¬ 
ger  (PM),  Registration  Division  (WH- 
567)  ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  at  the 
above  address,  or  by  telephime  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

PM  11.  12,  tJid  13-202/766-0316. 

PM  15.  16.  and  17-202/426-0426 
PM  21  and  22— 202  436-2464 
PM  23—202/756-1307. 

PM  24—202/756-2196. 

PM  28—202/756-2632. 

PM  31—203/426-2635. 

PM  32—302/436-0486. 

PM  33—202/766-0041. 

PM  34—202/426-9400. 


The  Interim  Policy  Statement  requires 
that  claims  for  compensation  be  filed 
within  60  days  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  (May  17,  1977).  With  the  exception 
of  2(c)  applications  not  subject  to  the 
new  Section  3  regulations,  and  for  which 
a  sixty -day  hold  period  for  claims  is  pro¬ 
vided,  EPA  will  not  delay  any  registra¬ 
tion  pending  the  assertion  of  claims  for 
compensation  or  the  determination  of 
reasonable  compensation.  Inquiries  and 
assertions  that  data  relied  upon  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  protecti(»i  under  Section  10  of 
FIFRA,  as  amended,  should  be  made  on 
or  before  April  18,  1977. 

Dated:  March  11. 1977. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division. 
Applications  Received  (OPP-33000/  402) 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  52-EUO.  West  Cbemlcal 
Products,  Inc..  42-16  West  St..  Long  Island 
City  NT  11101.  KLENOBOWL.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Hydrochloric  acid  16.20%;  n- 
Alkyl  (Cll  50%.  C12  40%,  C16  10%)  Di¬ 
methyl  Benzyl  Ammonium  Chlorides 
0.26%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM32. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  100-683.  Agricultural  Dlv., 
Clba-Oelgy  Ck>rp..  PO  Box  11422,  Greens¬ 
boro  NC  27409.  DUAL  6E.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  3  -  chloro  -  N  -(3  -  ethyl  -  6  .  methyl- 
phenyl)  -  N  -  (2  -  methoxy-l-methylethyl) 
acetamide  66.7%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  3(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  Amendment:  added  uses.  PMa4. 
EPA  File  Symbol  1 15-00.  Continental  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  Dlv.  ewe  Industries,  Inc.,  3760 
Grand  Ave.,  Cleveland  OH  44104.  PYNEXO 
NO.  178.  Active  Ingredients:  Didecyl  di¬ 
methyl  ammonium  chloride  4.6%;  Tetra- 
sodlum  ethylenedlamlne  tetraacetate 
2.0%;  Sodium  Carbonate  1.0%;  Sodium 
metaslllcate,  anhydrous  0.6%.  Method  of 
Support:  AppUcatlon  proceeds  under  3(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM33 
Ea*A  File  Symbol  148-RRTN.  Thompson-Hay- 
ward  (Chemical  Co..  PO  Box  2383,  Kansas 
City  KS  66110.  TECHNICAL  DIM^JN. 
Active  Ingredients:  N-[( (4-chloropbenyI) 
amino] carbonyl]  -  3.6  -  dlfluorobenzamlde 
96.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Appllcatloh 
proceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Revised  offer  to  pay  statement 
submitted.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  148-RE;aU.  Thompson-Hay- 
ward  Chemical  Co.  DIMILIN  W-26  FOR 
MOSQUITOES.  Active  Ingredients :  N-  {[  (4- 
Chlorophenyl)  amino]  carbonyl  )-2,6-dl- 
fluorobenzamide  25.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
Interim  policy.  Application  for  reregistra¬ 
tion.  PM17 

EPA  File  (Gambol  148-ItEAI.  Thorapson-Hay- 
ward  Chemical  Co.  DIMILIN  W-26  for  Cot¬ 
ton.  Active  Ingredients:  N-(  ]  (-4-Chloro- 
phenyl)  amino]  carbonyl  ]-3.6-difluoro- 
benzamlde  25.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  interim 
policy.  PM17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  239-2360.  Chevron  C^iemlcal 
Co.,  Ortho  Dlv.,  940  Hensley  St.,  Richmond 
CA  94804.  DIFOLATAN  4  FLOWABLE 
SEED  PROl'BCTANT.  Active  Ingredients: 
Captafol  39%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  Republished:  Added  uses.  PM21 
EPA  File  Symbol  416-AT.  Quinn  Drug  & 
Chemical  Co.,  Box  847 — Hwv.  49,  S  Green¬ 
wood  MB  38030.  QUnnPS  TEN  PER  CENT 
S«VIN  (CARBARY)  DUST.  Active  Ingredl- 
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ents;  Carberyl  10%.  Method  of  Support; 
Appllcatl<m  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  New  registration.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  421-USU.  James  Varley  & 
Sons.  Inc.,  1200  Switzer  Ave.,  St.  Louis  MO 
63147.  VABCO  PINE-ALL  PINE  ODOR  DIS¬ 
INFECTANT.  Active  Ingredients:  Isopropyl 
alcohol  9.50%;  Vegetable  oil  soap  5.55%; 
Pine  oil  4.00%;  Ortho-benzyl-para- 
chlorophenol  1.50%.  Method  of  Suppmi;: 
Application  proceeds  vmder  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM32 

EPA  Beg.  No.  432-432.  S.  B.  Penick  &  Co., 
Div.  of  CPC  International,  Inc.,  100  Church 
St..  New  York  NY  10007.  SBP-1382  AERO; 
SOL  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  (5- 
Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl  2.2-dimethyl-3-(2- 
methylpropenyl )  cyclopropanecarboxylate 
0.440%:  Related  Compounds  0.060%;  Aro¬ 
matic  petroleum  hydrocarbons  1.000%: 
Petroleum  distillate  18.480%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  Kdl7 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  476-EBAO.  Staffer  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  120  S.  47th  St.,  Richmond  CA  94804. 
CLENESCO  X-SEPT.  Active  Ingredients: 
Bis  (trlchloromethyl)  sulfone  0.0100%;  n- 
alkyl  (40%  C12,  50%  C14.  10%  CIO)  di¬ 
methyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
0.0076%;  tetrasodlum  ethylenediamine 
tetraacetate  3.8950%;  soap  17.5200%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Revised  offer  to  pay  statement  submitted. 
PM32 

EPA  Reg.  No.  524-308.  Monsanto  Co.,  800  N. 
Llndberg  Blvd.,  St.  Louis  MO  63166. 
ROUNDUP  HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents;  Isopropylamine  salt  of  Glyphosate 
41.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  New  use.  PM25 

EPA  Reg.  No.  524-308.  Monsanto  Co.,  800  N. 
Llndberg  Blvd.,  St.  Louis  MO  63166. 
ROUNDUP  HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents;  Isopropylamine  salt  of  Glyphosate 
41.0%.  Method  of  Support;  Ai^licatlon 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published;  New  Uses.  PM25 

EPA  Reg.  No.  538-111.  O.  M.  Scott  &  Sons, 
Marysville  OH  43040.  PROTURF  BRAND 
NEW  INSECTICIDE  ID  TURF  INSECTI¬ 
CIDE.  Active  ingredients:  Chlorpyrifos  0,0- 
diethyl  0-(8,5,e-trichtoro-2-pyrldyl)  phos- 
phorothioate  1.34%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
p^lcy.  Amendment.  PM12 

BPA  File  Symbol  657-ROEA.  Swift  Agricul¬ 
tural  Chemicals  Corp.,  Ill  W.  Jackson 
Blvd.,  Chicago  IL  60604.  VIGORO  APHID 
AND  BUG  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients : 
Dimethyl  ( 1 ,2,2-trlchloro-l  -hsrdroxyethyl ) 
phosphonate  18.0%;  S-(2-(ethylsulflnyl) 
ethyl)  0,0-Dimethyl  phosphorothioate 
6.0%:  Aromatic  Petroleum  Distillate  36.4%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  p^icy.  PM16 

EPA  Reg.  No.  655-495.  Prentiss  Drug  A  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  Inc.,  363  Seventh  Ave.,  New  York 
NY  10001.  PBENTOX  PTRONYL  1.2-2. 
4-4.0  EMULSIFIABLB  CONCENTRATE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Petroleum  Distillates 
80.4%;  N-octyl  bicyclof^ieptene  dicarboxi- 
mlde  4.0%;  Plperonyl  Butozide,  Technical 
2.4%:  Pyrethrlns  lff%.  Method  of  Support; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  655-496.  Prentiss  Drug  A  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  Inc.  PBENTO-  PYRONYL  OIL 
CONCENTRATE  No.  1530.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Pyrethrlns  1.50%:  Plperonyl  Butox- 
ide.  Technical  SJ>0%;  N-ootyl  blcydohep- 
tene  dlcarbozimide  5.00%;  Petroleum  Dis¬ 
tillates  90.50%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  12047-2.  Lone  Star  Brush  & 
Chemical  Co.,  2406  Irving  Blvd.,  PO  Box 
10653,  Dallas  TX  75207.  PINE  OIL  DISIN¬ 


FECTANT.  Aettva  Ingredlenta:  Flna  Oil 
80%;  Soap  10%.  Method  oC  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  S(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  R^ublished:  Revised  offer  to  pay 
statement  submitted.  PM32 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2893-GUN.  Hopkins  Agri¬ 
cultural  Chemical  Oo..  PO  Box  7532,  Madi¬ 
son  WI  53707.  HOPKINS  OORREX  FUNGI¬ 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Methyl  2-benzi- 
midazolecarbamate  phosphate  0.7%.  Meth¬ 
od  of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM22 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1130-8.  Bumlsbine  Products, 
Inc.,  A  Dlv.  of  The  Herbert  Stanley  Co., 
8140N.  Ridgeway,  Skokie  IL  60076.  BURNI- 
SHINE  2  IN  1  BAR  GLASS  WASH  AND 
SANinzER.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl 
(60%  C14.  30%  C16,  5%  C12.  5%  C8.) 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.6%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12.  32%  C14.)  di¬ 
methyl  etbylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.6%;  Sodium  Carbonate  3.0%;  Tetraso- 
dium  ethylenediamine  tetraacetate  1.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  Republished; 
Revised  offer  to  pay  statement  submitted. 
PM31 

Applications  Received  (Opp-33000/493) 

EPA  File  Symbol  239  EULA.  Chevron  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  Ortho  Dlv.,  940  Hensley  St..  Rich¬ 
mond  CA  94804.  ORTHO  GARDEN  WEED 
PREVENTER.  Active  Ingredients:  Di¬ 
methyl  tetrachloroterephtbalate  5.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceed.s 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM23. 

EPA  File  Symbol  478-IL.  Realex  Oorp.,  Box 
78,  Kansas  City  MO  64141.  EXTRA 
STRENGTH  FLORIDA  FORMULA  ROACH 
&  ANT  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Py¬ 
rethrlns  0D45%;  n-octyl  blcycloheptene 
dicarboxlmide  0.250%;  clorpyrifos  ( 0,0- 
die  thyI“D-  ( 3,5,6,-trlchloro-2-pyridyl)  phos¬ 
phorothioate]  0.500%;  aromatic  petroleum 
distillate  0.280%;  petroleum  distillate 
98.892%.  Method  Of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Bevis^  label.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  1021-BGIR.  McLau^in 
Gormley  King  Co.,  8810  Tenth  Ave.  N. 
Minneapolis  MN  55427.  KADETHRINE 
TECNICAL  GRADE  AN  INSECTICIDE 
FOR  FORMULATING  USE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients;  5-benzyl  3-furylmethyl  (+)  cis 
(IR,  35,E)  2,2-dimethyl  3-(2-oxo  2,3,4,S- 
tetrahydroth  iophenyl  Idenemethyl )  cjrclo  - 
propane  carboxylate.  I  90.00%.  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1043-60.  Vestal  Laboratories. 
Div.  of  Chemed  Corp..  4963  Manchester 
Ave..  St.  Louis  MO  63110.  T.B.Q.  GERMI¬ 
CIDAL  DETERGENT.  Active  Ingredients: 
N Jl-bls  [  2-  ( omega -hydroxypoly  ( oxyethyl  - 
ene)) ethyl)  alkylamine  12%;  Alkly  (50% 
C14,  40%  C12,  10%  C16)  dimethyl  benzyl 
ammonium  chloride  8%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port;  Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of 
Interim  policy.  Amendment  (with  data). 
PM33 

EPA  Reg.  No.  W30-42.  Consiuner  Products 
Dlv.,  American  (^yanamid  Co.,  Wayne  NJ 
07470.  GREASE  CUTTING  LEMON  SOL. 
Active  Ingredients:  Ethyl  alcohol  2.8%: 
n-Alkyl  (C14  60%.  C16  30%,  C12  5%,  C18 
5%)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.75%:  n-Alkyl  (C12  50%.  C14  30%,  C16 
17%,  C18  3%)  diemthyl  etbylbenzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlorides  1.75%;  d  llmonene  3%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(a)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Revised  offer  to  pay  statement  submitted. 
PM31 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2439 -RN.  Apperson  Chem¬ 
icals,  Inc.,  PO  Box  2555,  Jacksonville  FL 
32203.  APPERSON  CHEMICALS  SODIUM 


HTPOCHLORTTB  SOLUTION.  Active  In¬ 
gredients;  Sodium  Hypochlorite  9.2%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  9e23-U.  Everpure,  Inc.,  660 
N.  Blackhawk  Dr.,  Westmont  IL  60559. 
EVERPURE  SC  REPLACEABLE  CAR¬ 
TRIDGE  nLTER.  Active  Ingredients:  Sil¬ 
ver  0.05%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(a)  of  interim  policy. 
PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  5366-T.  Conway  Soap  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co.,  225  W.  79th  St.,  Chicago  IL  60620. 
CONWAY  PINE  TYPE  DISINFECTANT. 
Active  Ingredients:  Steam  Distilled  Pine 
Oil  30%;  Soap  10%;  Isopropyl  Alcohol 
10%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Revised  offer  to  pay  statement 
submitted.  PM32 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  6590-RAR.  ATI,  Inc.,  Old 
Gate  Ln.,  Milford  CT  06460.  HOUSEHOLD 
DISINFECTANT  SPRAY.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Ethyl  Alcohol  44.25%;  n  Alkyl 
(50%  C14,  40%  C12.  10%  C16)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chloride  0.33%,  O- 
phenylphenol  0.25%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  In¬ 
terim  policy.  Republished;  Revised  offer 
to  pay  statement  submitted  and  added 
\ises.  PM32 

EPA  Pile  Sjrmbol  5667-RNU.  Barrett  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  "H”  &  Luzern  Sts..  Philadelphia 
PA  19124.  BARRETT’S  DISINFECTANT- 
SANITIZER.  Active  Ingredients:  Octyl 
decyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride  5.0%; 
Didecyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride 
2.5%:  Dloctyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chlor¬ 
ide  2.5%,  Isopropyl  alcohol  4.0%.  Method 
of  Support;  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  5736-46.  Bubols  Chemicals,  Dlv. 
of  Chemed  Corp.,  3630  E.  Kemper  Rd., 
Sharonvllle  OH  46241.  BOC-3  GERMICI¬ 
DAL  SYNTHETIC  CLEANER.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Sodium  Lauryl  Ether  Sulfate 
9.00%;  Sodium  ortbo-Phenylphenate 
8.90%;  Sodium  ortho-Benzyl-para-Chloro- 
pbenate  8.29%;  Isopropyl  alcohol  7.50%; 
Sodium  para-  Tertiary  -  Amylphenate 
4.10%:  Trlsodium  Ethylenediamine  Tet- 
raacetic  Acid  1.00%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  in¬ 
terim  policy  PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  5967-RDO.  Moyer  Chemical 
Co.,  1310  Baysbore  Hwy.,  PO  Box  946.  San 
Jose  CA.  ARBORAL  FUNGICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients:  Methyl  2-benzlmidazolecar- 
bamate  phosphate  0.7%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM22 

EPA  Reg.  No.  7001-85.  Occidental  Chemical 
Co.,  PO  Box  198,  Lathrop  CA  95330.  MULTI¬ 
PURPOSE  INSECT  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents;  0.0-Diethyl  0-(2-lsopropyl-6-methyl- 
4-pyrlmidinyl)  phosphorothioate  25.0%; 
Aromatic  Petroleum  Derivative  Solvent 
57.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM15 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8075-1.  Allen  Chemical  Co.. 
3235  NW  S7th  St..  Miami  FL  33142.  AUX) 
TOWER  BIOCIDE  No.  1-5.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Disodium  cyanodithiomldocarbonate 
2.44%;  Potassium  N-metbylditbiocarba- 
mate  3ff6%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
Republished:  New  application  received. 
PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  8590-DTA.  Agway,  Inc., 
Fertilizer-Chemical  Dlv.,  Box  1333,  Syra¬ 
cuse  NY  13201.  ELMOBAN.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Methyl  2-benalinIdaaolecarbainmte 
phosphate  0.7%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim 
policy.  PM22 
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EPA  File  Symbcd  tTSS-I.  Precision  Chemicals. 
Inc.,  PO  Box  19798,  Station  N.  Atlanta  OA 
30325.  PRECISION  CIx-410.  AcUve  Incredi- 
ents:  Dlsodium  cyanodithiomidocarbonate 
4.90  % ;  Potassium  N-methyldlthlocarba> 

'  mate  6.76%  Method  ol  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  8(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM33 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8848-OR.  Safeguard  Chemi¬ 
cal  Corp.,  78^.  144th  St.,  Bronx  NY  10454. 
BLACK  JACK  SUPER  80  CONCENTRATED 
PINE  IMSINFECTANT.  Active  Ingredients : 
Pine  OU  80%;' Soap  10%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port;  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM32 

Applications  Received  (OPP-S3000  494) 

EPA  File  Symbol  1007-IE.  Pfizer  Chenilcals 
Div..  Pfizer,  Inc.,  235  E.  42nd  St.,  New  York 
NY  10017.  MYCO  SHIELD  BRAND  OP 
AGRICULTURAL  TERRAMYCTN.  Active 
Ingredients:  Oxytetracycllne  base  equiva¬ 
lent  17%  (from  oxytetracycllne  calcium 
complex).  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  8 (a)  of  interim  policy. 
PM21 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2204-13.  Diamond  Shamrock. 
Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  Process  Chemi¬ 
cals  Div.,  PO  Box  2386-R,  Morristown  NJ 
07960.  NOPCOCIDE  N-96  FUNGICIDE.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Chlorothalonil  (tetra- 
chlorolsophthalonitrlle)  96.0%.  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(a) 
of  interim  policy.  Republished :  Substantial 
new  use  pattern.  PM21 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2548- AE.  Dr.  Werner  Frey- 
berg,  Chemlsche  Fabrlk,  694  Welnheim 
Bergstrasse,  F.R.  of  Germany.  Research 
products  Co.,  Box  1057,  Sallua  KS  67401. 
DETIA  GAS  EX-T.  Active  Ingredients; 
Aluminum  Phosphide  57  % .  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port;  Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of 
interim  policy.  PM  11 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2548-AG.  Dr  Werner  Frey- 
berg,  Chemlsche  Fabrlk.  Research  Products 
Co.  DETIA  PHOSPHINE  PELLETS.  Active 
Ingredients:  Aluminum  Phosphide  57%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  8(a)  of  Interim  policy.  PMll 

EPA  File  Symbol  3125-ORG.  Chemagro  Agri¬ 
cultural  Div.,  Mobay  Chemical  Corp..  Box 
4913,  Kansas  City  MO  64120.  BAYGON  70% 
CONCENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients;  2-.(l- 
Methylethoxy)  phenol  methylcarbamate 
70%.  Method  of  Support;  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3862-31.  A.B.C.  Compounding 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  932.  AtlanU  OA  30301. 
MAGIC  FLY  KILL  BRAND  (FLAKED! .  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Malathion  1.2%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(b)  of  interim  policy.  Application  for  re¬ 
registration.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  4550-GL.  Chemex  Chemicals 
&  Coatings  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  5072,  Tampa 
FL  j33675.  CHEMEX  YARD  A  PATIO  IN¬ 
SECTICIDE  POGGER.  AcUve  Ingredients: 
5-Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl  2,2-dimethyl-3- 
(2  -  metbylpropenyl)  cyclopropanecarboxy- 
late  0.250%;  Related  compounds  0.034%; 
Petroleum  hydrocarbons  0.332%.  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  458i-aOE.  Agchem  Div.— 
Pennwalt  Corp.,  PO  Box  C,  King  of  Prus.sla 
PA  19406.  TOPSIN  M  SOYBEAN  FUNGI¬ 
CIDE  70%  WEETABLE  POWDER.  AcUve 
Ingredients:  Thiophanate-methyl  (di¬ 

methyl  ( (1.2-phenyleDe)bis  (Imlaocarbon- 
othloyl)]  bls( carbamate] )  70%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(a) 
of  Interim  policy.  FM21 

EPA  Beg.  No.  4887-188.  Stephenson  Chemical 

‘  Co.,  PO  Box  188,  College  Park  GA  30022. 
DURSBAN  ax  INSECTICIDE.  AcUve  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Chlorpyrifoe  [0,  0-Dtethy1  0-(3,5. 


6-trlchloro-a-pjrrld7i)  plhoq>horothloate] 
28S0%;  Tetradiloroethylene  18J0%:  Pe¬ 
troleum  hydrocarbons  37X0%;  Tylene 
18.85%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM  12 

EPA  File  Symbol  6198-RR.  National  Chem¬ 
icals.  Inc.,  Winona  MN  55987.  Q-IV  DIS¬ 
INFECTANT-SANITIZER.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Didecyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chlor¬ 
ide  7.5%;  Isopropanol  3.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.- Republished;  Revised 
offer  to  pay  statement  submitted.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  6921-L.  Tesch  Chemical  Co.. 
Inc.,  1281  E.  Midway  Rd..  Appleton  WI 
54911.  SPEEDEE  DBC.  Active  Ingredients; 
Octyl  decyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride 
1X50% :  Dloctyl  dimethyl  ammonium 

chloride  0.625%;  Didecyl  dimethyl  am¬ 
monium  chloride  0.625%;  Alkyl  amino 
betaine  1.000%;  Hy-drogen  chloride  8.000%  . 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  Reg.  No.  7405-51.  Chemical  Packaging 
Corp..  PO  Box  9947,  Ft.  Lauderdale  FL 
33309.  CHBMI-CAP  HOSP-I-SEPTIC-G 
SURFACE  DISINFECTANT  AND  DEC^R- 
ANT.  Active  Ingredients:  ortho-Phenyl- 
phenol  0.10% ;  para-tertiary -Amyiphenol 
0.03%;  Ethyi  Alcohol  53.72%.  Method  of 
Stjpport:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  Reg.  No.  7885-11.  Zoe  Chemical  Co..  1801 
Falmouth  Ave.,  New  Hyde  Park  NY  11040. 
ZOE  PERSONAL  INSECT  REPELLENT 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  N,N-dlethyl- 
m-toluamlde  6.65'; ;  Other  Isomers  0.35';; ; 
N-octyl  bicycloheptent  dicarboximlde 
2.00';  ;  2,3:4,5-Bl  (2-butylene)  tetrahydro- 
2-furaldehyde  0.50',;  Dl-n-propyl  Isocin- 
chomeronate  0.50%  .  Method  of  Support ; 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
poUcy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  8428  RU.  Shrader  Chemical 
Company,  Inc.,  1205  S.  Santa  Fe  Ave., 
Compton  CA  90221.  S-8-KLOR  (NON 
FOAMING).  Active  Ingredients:  Dlchloro- 
s-triazlnetrlone  5.0'V;  Sodium  Metasilicate 
20.0%.  Method  of  Support;  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  9627-E.  Cardinal  Aquatech 
Pools.  6500  NW  10th  St.,  Oklahoma  City 
OK  73127.  CARDINAL  ALGAE-OUT  CON¬ 
CENTRATE.  Active  Ingredients:  Polyfoxy- 
ethylene  (dimethyllmlnlo)  ethylene  (di- 
methylimlnlo)  ethylene  dlchloride]  60%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM34 

U’A  File  Symbol  10074-E.  Chemical  Service 
Co.,  1601  Indiana  Ave.,  La  Porte  IN  46350. 
CHEMSERVCIDE  N.  Active  Ingredients: 
Disodium  cyanodithiomidocarbonate 
4.90%-;  Potassium  N-methyldithlocarba- 
mate  6.76%.  Method  of  Support;  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM32 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  10074-G.  Chemical  Service 
Co.  CHEMSERVCIIM:  W.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Polyjoxyetbylene  (dimethyliminio) 
ethy lene( dime thyUminio)  ethylene  dlchlor¬ 
ide]  15.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM34 

EPA  File  Symbol  10147-GT.  Birko  Chemical 
Corp.,  5600  Brighton  Blvd.,  PO  Box  1315, 
Denver  CO  80201.  BI  TEC  55H.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Sodium  Metaslllcate  2.4%;  Tet- 
rasodlum  ethylenedlamine  tetraacetate 
1.8%;  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  80%  C16,  5% 
C12,  5%  CIS)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium 
chloride  0X%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14) 
dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chloride 
0.8%..  Method  of  Support;  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  fhterim  policy.  PM33 


SPA  Beg.  No.  10330-2.  Union  Carbide  Carp., 
PO  Box  378,  51  Cragwood  Rd.,  South  Plain- 
field  NJ  07080.  ETHYLENE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Ethylene  98%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  interim 
policy.  Republished:  Change  in  crop  use 
directions.  PM25 

lEPA  Reg.  No.  10806-21.  Contact  Industries. 
Inc.,  641  Dowd  Ave..  Elizabeth  NJ  07201. 
CONTACT  HOSPI-SPRAY.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients;  n-Alkyl  (60®^  C14,  30%  C16.  S'o 
CIS)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlor¬ 
ides  0.1',:  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12.  32%  C14) 
dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chloride 
0.1 '7>:  Isopropanol  53.0%;  Essential  Oils 
0.5''; .  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(a)  of  interim  policy.  PM,31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  10807-29.  Aero  Mist.  Inc.,  998 
Industrial  Park  Dr..  Marietta  OA  30062. 
MISTY  INSECT  REPELLENT  SPRAY.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients;  N,N-diethyl-m-toluamlde 
6.65®;:  Other  isomers  0.36®;;  N-octyl  blcy- 
cloheptene  dicarboximlde  2.00%;  2,3:4,5- 
Dls  (2-butylene)  tetrahydro-2-furs^dehyde 
0.50',;  Dl-n-propyl  Isocinchomeranate 
0.50':;.  Method  of  Support;  Application 
proceeds  under  2(a)  of  interim  policy. 
PM17 

FP.4  Reg.  No.  11865-16.  Seymour  Chemical 
Associates  1609  Arbor  Ave.,  Highland  Park 
IL  60035.  FORMULA  645  PENETRANT 
SEALER.  .Active  Ingredients;  Copper-8- 
Quinolinolate  1%.  Method  of  Support;  Ap- 
pTcation  proceeds  under  2(a)  of  interim 
policy.  PM22 

EPA  Reg.  No.  11849-2.  Sllak  Co..  PO  Box  173, 
Hospers  lO  51238.  SILAK  DRY  DIP  IN- 
SEX^TICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Mala¬ 
thion  5’,r.  Method  Of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(d)  of  interim  policy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  reregistration.  PM16 

EPA  Reg.  No.  11849-5.  Sllak  Co.  SILAK  DRY 
INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Mala- 
thon  4%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Ap¬ 
plication  for  registration.  PM16 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  13368-0.  Betterbilt  Chemi¬ 
cals.  Inc.,  9843  S.  Alburtis  Ave.,  Santa  Fe 
Springs  CA  90670.  BO-LO.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Octyl  decyl  dimethyl  ammonium 
chloride  1.250%;  Dloctyl  dimethyl  ammo¬ 
nium  chorlde  0.626%;  Didecyl  dimethyl 
ammonium  chloride  0.625%;  Alkyl  amino 
betaine  l.OOO'J;  Hydrogen  chloride 
17.500%.  Method  of  SuppcM't:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM32. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  15887-5.  Agricultural  Chemicals 
of  Dallas  3707  E.  Kiest  Blvd.,  Dallas  TX. 
PYRETHRINS  OIL  BASE  2.5%.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Pyrethrins  2.5%;  Petroleum  dt»- 
tillate  97.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
Republished;  Revised  offer  to  pay  state¬ 
ment  submitted.  PM  17 

|FP.  Doc.77  8267  Filed  3-17  77.8:45  am] 


[FRL  699-51 

SCIENCE  ADVISORY  BOARD;  ENVIRON¬ 
MENTAL  HEALTH  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  STUDY  GROUP  ON  MUTAGENICITY 
TESTING 

Moeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Study  Group  on  Mutagenicity 
Testing  of  the  Science  Advisory  Board’s 
Environmental  Health  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  will  be  h^d  at  9 : 00  a.m.  on  April  7, 
1977,  in  Conference  Boom  A  (Room 
1112),  Crystal  Man  BuUding  No.  1,  1921 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington. 
Virginia. 
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The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  (1) 
to  conclude  the  Study  Group’s  review  of 
the  scientific  aspects  of  further  revi¬ 
sions  of  portions  of  draft  EPA  Guidelines 
for  the  registration  of  pesticides  relating 
to  mutagenicity  testing  and  (2)  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  discussion  of  Agency  ap¬ 
proaches  to  the  evaluation  of  test  data 
relating  to  mutagenicity. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  member  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  or  submit  a  paper  should  contact 
the  Secretariat,  Science  Advisory  Board 
(A-101),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  by 
c.o.b.  April  4,  1977.  Please  call  Mrs.  Bene 
P.  Stein  on  (703)  557-7720. 

liLOTD  T.  Taylor, 

Acting  Staff  Director, 
Science  Advisory  Board. 

March  14,  1977. 

[PR  IX)c.77-7981  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Doc.  No.  20988:  RM-2721] 

CABLE  TELEVISION 

Syndicated  Program  Exclusivity  Rules 
Adc^ted:  March  8, 1977. 

Released:  March  11, 1977. 

1.  By  Order  dated  February  10,  1977, 
the  filing  date  for  comments  in  the  cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding  was  extended  to  March 
1,  1977,  and  reply  comments  were  made 
due  April  1, 1977. 

2.  Over  60  different  pleadings  were 
filed  in  response  to  the  Notice  of  Inquiry 
(41  FR  50055,  Nov.  12,  1976;  extension 
of  time  at  42  PR  10710,  Feb.  23,  1977) . 
Many  are  quite  lengthy  and  contain  data 
which  is  time  consiuning  to  analyze. 
While  the  Commission  has  expressed  its 
desire  to  hold  as  closely  as  possible  to  the 
time  frame  originally  set  forth  in  the 
Notice,  a  limited  extension  would  be  in 
the  public  interest  by  allowing  time  for 
more  informed  and  carefully  considered 
reply  comments.  Therefore,  we  feel  on 
our  own  motion  that  good  cause  is  pres¬ 
ent  for  an  extension  of  the  deadline 
for  reply  comments  to  April  13,  1977. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
date  for  filing  reply  comments  is  ex¬ 
tended  to  AprU  13. 1977. 

This  actiCHi  is  taken  by  the  Chief, 
Cable  Television  Bureau  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  delegated  by  §  0.288(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

James  R.  Hobson, 

Chief,  Cable  Television  Bureau. 

|PB  Doc.77-8202  Filed  8-17-77:8:46  amj 


FM  BROADCAST  APPLICATION  READY 
AND  AVAILABLE  FOR  PROCESSING 

Adopted:  March  10, 1977. 

Released:  March  15, 1977. 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau: 

Notice  is  her^y  given,  pursuant  to 
S  1.673(d)  of  the  Commission's  Rules, 


that  on  April  26. 1977.  the  FM  broadcast 
application,  which  is  being  processed  ex¬ 
peditiously  since  it  Involves  ongoing  liti¬ 
gation,  listed  below  vtUI  be  considered  as 
ready  and  available  for  processing.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  §  1.227(b)(1)  and  S  1.591(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules,  an  application, 
in  order  to  be  considered  with  that  ap¬ 
plication  or  with  any  other  application 
on  file  by  the  (dose  of  business  on  April  25’ 
1977,  which  involves  a  confiict  necessi¬ 
tating  a  hearing  with  that  application, 
must  be  substantially  (complete  and  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  at  the  offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  by  the  close 
of  business  on  April  25, 1977. 

BPH-10,439  KRNA,  Iowa  City,  Iowa.  Commu¬ 
nicators,  Inc.  HAS:  93.6  MHz:  No.  228: 
3  kW:  270  F’T.  REQ:  93.9  MHz;  No.  230: 
100  kW;  480  FT. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  (xmceming  any 
pending  FM  broadcast  application,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  309(d)(1)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  is 
directed  to  Section  1.580(1)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  for  provisions  governing 
the  time  for  filing  and  other  require¬ 
ments  relating  to  such  pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.77-8203  Plied  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME 
COMMISSION 

CITY  OF  OAKLAND  AND  MARINE 
TERMINALS  CORP. 

Agreements  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreements  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  Inspect  the  agree¬ 
ments  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans.  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  F^- 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  AprU  7,  1977. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreements  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shaU  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  describing  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If 
a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 


agreements  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indi(»te  that 
Uiis  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreements  filed  by: 

John  E.  Nolan,  Assistant  Port  Attorney,  Port, 

of  Oakland,  P.O.  Box  2064,  66  Jack  London 

Square,  Oakland,  California  94604. 

Agreement  No.  T-3432,  between  City  of 
Oakland  (City  and  Marine  Terminals 
Corporation  (MTC),  is  an  arrangement 
whereby  City  assigns  to  MTC  the  respon- 
sibUity  of  management,  terminal  opera¬ 
tion  and  cargo  solicitation  services  at 
Berth  4  of  the  Outer  Harbor  Terminal 
Area.  The  agreement  provides  that  serv¬ 
ices  at  Berth  4  will  be  avaUable  to  marine 
terminal  users  on  a  nonexclusive  basis,  in 
addition  to  secondary  users  at  Berths  2 
and  3,  which  is  preferentially  assigned 
to  four  Japanese  Lines  under  Agreement 
No.  T-3040.  MTC  will  assess  and  retain 
a  reasonable  charge  from  users  of  the 
premises  and  faculties,  as  weU  as  a 
charge  for  the  use  of  equipment,  faculties 
and  utUities  furnished  for  which  charges 
are  not  included  in  the  City’s  marine 
terminal  tariff.  MTC  wUl  not  participate 
in  tariff  revenues.  AU  tariff  revenues  wUl 
be  (KiUected  and  retained  by  City.  MTC 
wUl  guarantee  a  minimum  annual  gen¬ 
eral  cargo  quota  as  set  forth  in  the 
agn^’eement. 

Agreement  No.  T-3433,  between  City 
and  MTC,  is  an  arrangement  whereby 
City  is  assigning  the  responsibility  for 
managing  the  assignment,  operation  and 
maintenance  of  PACECO  Chiane  No.  711 
to  MTC.  The  crane  wUl  be  preferentially 
assignable  (xi  a  nonexcUusive  basis  to 
various  users  of  Berth  4  and  secondarily 
to  users  of  Berths  2  and  3.  AU  charges 
for  the  use  of  the  crane  wUl  be  pursuant 
to  City’s  tariff.  City,  independent  of 
M’TC,  may  assign  the  crane  to  third  par¬ 
ties.  MTC,  acting  as  City’s  agent  in  op¬ 
erating  the  crane,  wUl  not  share  in  tariff 
revenues  resiUting  from  the  rental  of  the 
crane;  however,  City’s  tariff  wUl  include 
a  separate  charge  for  MTC’s  mainte¬ 
nance,  utilities  and  insurance  premiums. 
MTC  wUl  assess  a  reasonable  charge  for 
a  crane  operator  whenever  MTC  fur¬ 
nishes  such  operator.  MTC  guarantees  a 
minimum  annual  quota  of  600  hours,  to 
which  MTC  will  receive  credit  for  City’s 
secondary  assignments. 

By  Order  of  the  Fedei’al  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  March  15,  1977. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-8206  Piled  8-17-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  78-66) 

FREE  TIME  ON  IMPORT  CONTAINERIZED 
CARGO  AT  THE  PORT  OF  NEW  YORK 

Adoption  of  Environmental  Negative 
Declaration 

By  pubUcation  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  October  28,  1976,  notice  was  given 
that  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission’s 
Office  of  Environmental  Analysis 
(“OEA")  had  determined  that  environ¬ 
mental  issues  relative  to  the  above  ref- 
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erenced  proceeding  did  not  constitute  a 
major  F^eral  action  significantly  affec¬ 
ting  the  quality  of  the  human  environ - 
mwit  within  the  meaning  of  the  Nation¬ 
al  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(“NEPA"),  42  U.S.C.  8  4S21.  et  seq.  and 
that  the  preparation  of  a  detailed  en-^ 
vironmental  impact  statement  was  not 
required  under  Section  4332(2X0  of 
NEPA. 

Ten  days  were  premitted  for  filing  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  the  OEA’s  Threshold  Assess¬ 
ment  Survey  (TAS)  and  E!nviommental 
Negative  Declaration  (“Declaration”*. 
Exceptions  to  this  Declaration  were 
filed  by  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc. 

The  Commission  has  examined  these 
exceptions,  the  OEA’s  response  thereto 
(Addendum  to  TAS),  as  well  as  the  un¬ 
derlying  TAS  and  concludes  that  there  is 
no  evidence  which  should  change  the 
Survey’s  finding  of  environmental  non¬ 
significance.  ’The  Addendum  to  TAS  is 
available  for  inspection  on  request  to 
the  Public  Information  OflBce,  Room 
11413,  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  telephone  (202)  523-5764. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission  has  this  date 
adopted  the  Environmental  Negative 
Declaration 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-8206  Filed  3-1 7-77; 8: 45  am] 


GOVERNMENT  IN  THE  SUNSHINE 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  will  meet  in  open 
session  in  Room  12126  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  ofiBce  located  at  1100  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Request  for  in¬ 
formation  about  this  meeting  should  be 
directed  to  Joseph  C.  Polking.  Acting 
Secretar>’  of  the  Commission  (202-523- 
5727). 

The  Commission  will  meet;  Wednes¬ 
day.  March  23, 1977,  at  10  a.m. 

Planned  Agenda 

1.  Agreement  Nos.  3103-DR-5  and  150-DR-5 

of  the  Japan  Korea- Atlantic  and  Oulf 
Freight  Conference  and  of  the  Trans¬ 
pacific  Freight  Conference  of  Japan/ 
Korea. 

2.  Agreement  No.  9745-2 — Dart  Container- 

line. 

3.  Amendments  to  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 

cedure — subpenas  and  discovery  of  Com¬ 
mission  employees — ^proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

4.  Proposed  statement  regarding  streamlin¬ 

ing  of  hearing  prooedures. 

6.  Docket  No.  76-61 — MlaoeUaneous  amend¬ 
ments  to  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure. 

6.  Special  Docket  No.  807 — United  Fonoardert 
Service,  Inc.  v.  Sea-Land  Service,  tne. 
T.  I^Mclal  Docket  Mo.  808 — International 
Paper  Company  v.  Gait  United  Kingdom 
Conference, 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acttug  Secretary. 
IPR  Doc.77-7886  Filed  8-17-77:8:45  am] 


GOVERNMENT  IN  THE  SUNSHINE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Feder^ 
Maritime  (Commission  will  meet  in  closed 
session  in  Room  11420  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  office  located  at  1100  L  Street. 
N.W..  Washington.  D.C.  R^uest  for  in¬ 
formation  about  this  meeting  should  be 
directed  to  Joseph  C.  Peeking,  Acting 
Secretar\’  of  the  Commission  (202-523- 
5727*. 

The  Commission  will  meet:  Wednes¬ 
day,  March  23,  1977.  at  2  p.m. 

Planned  Agenda 

1.  Docket  No.  76-51 — West  Coast  of  Italy. 
Sicilian  and  Adriatic  Ports  North  At¬ 
lantic  Range  Conference. 

Joseph  C.  Polking. 

Acting  Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.77-7997  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am| 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

IDoc.  No.  ERr7-226l 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 
Amendment  to  Supplement  to  Agreement 
March  14.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  2.  1977. 
Arizona  Public  Service  Company  (APS) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Letter  Agreement 
and  modification  thereof  to  Supplement 
No.  15  of  an  Agreement  with  Navajo 
Tribal  Utility  Authority  (NTUA),  FK; 
Rate  Schedule  No.  6,  for  waiver  of  the 
ratcheting  provision  for  approximately 
three  weeks  at  the  Navajo  Generating 
Station  delivery  point  near  Page.  Ari¬ 
zona.  APS  states  that  this  Letter  Agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  no  cliange  of  rate  and 
is  not  a  rate  increase. 

APS  requests  that  the  Commission’s 
regulations  be  waived  to  permit  an  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  February  21,  1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street.  N.E..  Washington.  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  S§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission's  -Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  March  25. 1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plubib, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-7964  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


(Doc.  Nob.  RP7S-9t.  RP78-66  and  RP75-83] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 
Order  Approving  SetUement  Agreement 
•  Mabch  14,  1977. 

On  July  6,  1976,  Colm^o  Interstate 
Oas  Company  (CIO)  filed  a  proposed 


stipulatk>n  and  agreement  in  the  cap¬ 
tioned  docket.  In  the  accompanying  mo¬ 
tion  for  approval  of  settlement,  CIO 
stated  that  the  agreement  “has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  all  parties  who  participated  in 
the  settlement  discussions.”  The  agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  a  partial  settlement  of 
the  issues  in  the  referenced  dockets  and 
for  interim  refunds.  For  the  reasons 
stated,  the  Commission  shall  approx  the 
proposed  stipulation  and  agreement. 

CIO  filed  in  Docket  No.  RP75-86  a  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  of  $13.5  million  based 
on  sales  for  the  twelve  months  ending 
December  31.  1974,  as  adjusted.  Docket 
No.  RP75-85  involves  a  request  for  la.st 
in.  first  out  method  of  accounting  by  CIG 
for  its  storage  gas  withdrawals.  CIG  pe¬ 
titioned  in  Docket  No.  RP75-83  to  use 
normalized  accounting  of  liberalized  tax 
depreciation  for  bocric  and  rate  purposes. 
The  period  in  Docket  No.  RP75-86  be¬ 
came  locked-in  as  of  October  1.  1976,  the 
date  on  which  CIO’s  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease  in  Docket  No.  RP76-76  became 
effective. 

The  proposed  agreement  provides  for 
the  reservation  of  certain  issues  for  de¬ 
termination  by  hearing  and  opinion  of 
the  Commission:  rate  of  retmm;  cost 
classification  and  allocation;  o>verhead 
allocation;  liquid  revenue  credits:  and. 
normalization.  To  the  extent  that  a  final 
and  nonappealable  order  on  the  reserved 
issues  requires  additional  refunds.  CIG 
agrees  to  file  within  45  days  of  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  order  revised  tariff  sheets 
reflecting  the  adjustments. 

The  interim  rates  and  refunds  under 
the  settlement  are  predicated  upon  the 
interim  settlement  cost  of  service  set 
forth  as  Appendix  B  of  the  settlement 
agreement.  The  agreement  provides  for 
a  rate  reduction  of  approximately  $5.1 
million  annually.  The  contested  items 
reserved  for  hearing  have  been  included 
in  the  interim  cost  of  service;  the  juris¬ 
dictional  amount  which  Is  subject  to 
refund  pending  the  outcome  of  hearing 
amounts  to  approximately  $8,100,000. 
Interest  on  the  interim  refund  resulting 
f^om  the  settlement  agreement  will  be 
computed  at  the  rate  of  9  percent  per 
annum.  The  interest  on  any  additional 
refunds  shall  be  calculated  also  at  the 
rate  of  9  percent  per  annum. 

The  proposed  agreement  provides  for 
the  exclusion  from  rate  base  of  amounts 
from  certain  specified  advance  payment 
agreements  in  the  event  any  portion  of 
the  advance  payments  Is  not  recovered 
within  the  five  year  recovery  period. 
The  proposed  agreement  allows  CIG  to 
recover  in  Its  commodity  rates  the  ac¬ 
tual  charges  paid  to  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Line  Company  for  transportation 
services.  Quarterly  tracking  of  net 
changes  in  the  gas  supply  advance  pay¬ 
ment  balance  is  allowed  by  the  agree¬ 
ment.  The  agreement  continues  in  ef¬ 
fect  the  terms  of  the  agreement  reached 
in  Docket  No.  RP  74-77  related  to  CIG’s 
claims  aerainst  Mapeo,  Inc.  for  damages 
and  additional  revenues  from  sales  of 
recovered  natural  gas  liquids. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  agreement  was 
issued  on  July  14,  1976  with  comments 
due  on  or  before  July  23,  1976.  Staff 
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filed  comments  on  July  23,  1976  express¬ 
ing  support  for  the  proposed  agreement. 

Based  on  a  review  of  the  record  In 
the  above  proceedings,  the  Commission 
finds  that  the  proposed  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  represents  a  reasonable  resolution 
of  the  stipulated  Issues  and  a  reason¬ 
able  method  for  hearing  and  decision  on 
the  remaining  contested  issues.  The  set¬ 
tlement  agreement  shall  accordingly  be 
approved  and  adopted  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders:  <A)  The  set¬ 
tlement  agreement  filed  by  CIO  on 
July  6,  1976,  is  incorporated  herein  by 
reference  and  is  approved  and  adopted. 

(B)  In  accordance  with  Article  n  of 
the  settlement  agreement,  CIO  shall 
within  45  days  after  the  date  of  this 
order,  file  revised  tariff  sheets  incorpo¬ 
rating  the  interim  settlement  rates. 

(C)  In  accordance  with  Article  m  of 
the  settlement  agreement,  CIO  shall 
make  refunds  to  its  customers  within  30 
days  after  submitting  the  revised  tariff 
sheets  specified  in  paragraph  (B)  above, 
and  shall  file  a  report  thereof  with  the 
Commission. 

(D)  This  order  is  without  prejudice 
to  any  findings  or  orders  wliich  have 
been  made  or  which  may  hereafter  be 
made  by  the  Commission,  and  is 
without  prejudice  to  any  claims  or 
contentions  which  may  be  made  by  the 
Commission,  its  staff,  or  any  party  or 
person  affected  by  this  order  in  any 
proceeding  now  pending  or  hereafter 
Instituted  by  or  against  CIG  or  any 
person  or  party. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.77-7960  Piled  3-17-77:8:46  am) 


I  Doc.  No.  CP77-282I 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Application 

March  14,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  7,  1977, 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Applicant),  1700  MacCorkle  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.E.,  Charleston,  West  Virginia 
25314,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CJP77-282  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  certain  natural  gas  facilities,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  the  following 
projects: 

1.  The  drilling  and  operation  of  33 
additional  storage  wells  and  the  instal- 
lati(m  of  associated  measurement  and 
well-head  equipment; 

2.  The  construction  and  operation  of 
approximately  8.8  miles  of  additional 
4-ln<di,  6-inch,  and  8-lnch  well  and  field 
pipelines; 


3.  The  installation  and  operation  of 
an  additional  4,250  hors^Mwer  com¬ 
pressor  imit  with  associated  compressor 
station  piping;  and 

4.  An  increase  In  existing  master 
measiu’ement  capability. 

Applicant  states  that  these  facilities 
are  to  be  constructed  within  its  existing 
storage  fields  X-52A,  X-52B,  and  X-52C, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  Coco-A, 
Coco-B,  and  Coco-C,  respectively,  lo¬ 
cated  in  West  Virginia. 

It  is  stated  that  the  33  proposed  wells 
would  be  located  in  all  three  fields — 18 
in  Coco-A,  5  in  Coco-B,  and  10  In 
Coco-C;  the  proposed  additional  well 
and  field  lines  would  consist  of  4.2  miles 
of  4-inch  in  Coco-A,  0.8  mile  of  4-inch 
and  6-inch  in  Coco-B,  and  3.8  miles  of 
4-inch,  6-inch,  and  8-inch  in  Coco-C; 
and  the  additional  horsepower  would  be 
installed  as  an  addition  to  the  existing 
Coco  Compressor  Station. 

Applicant  estimates  the  total  cost  of 
the  above  facilities  to  be  $9,960,300,  and 
states  this  expenditure  would  be  fi¬ 
nanced  through  funds  generated  inter¬ 
nally. 

It  is  stated  that  the  proposed  project 
would  provide  Applicant  with  an  esti¬ 
mated  additional  aiuiual  storage  turn¬ 
over  of  8,400,000  Mcf  while  maintaining 
the  existing  estimated  peak-day  deliver- 
abihty  from  the  Coco  Storage  Complex, 
which  turnover  is  necessary  for  Appli¬ 
cant  to  assist  its  wholesale  customers  in 
serving  their  essential  Priority  1  require¬ 
ments,  especially  during  periods  of  ab¬ 
normally  cold  winter  weather.  It  is  fur¬ 
ther  stated  that  additional  annual  stor¬ 
age  turnover  would  also  improve  Appli¬ 
cant’s  ability  to  utilize  all  of  the  gas 
supplies  available  to  it  toward  the  end  of 
the  normal  summer  storage  injection 
season. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
construction  is  scheduled  to  commence 
in  the  summer  of  1977  and  continue  into 
1979. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  April  4. 
1977,  file  wltti  the  Pede^  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti- 
ti(m  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
C<xnmission's  Rules. 

’Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  S^tlons  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce^ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 


vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commlssicm  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
tor  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided, 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77  7974  Piled  3-l7-77;8:46  am) 


(Doc.  No6.  BP76-94  and  BP76-961 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

AND  COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION 

CO. 

Rescheduling  Settlement  Conference 
March  14,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  a  settlement  confer¬ 
ence  in  the  above -captioned  proceeding 
scheduled  for  March  15,  and  March  16, 
1977,  has  been  cancelled.  The  conference 
is  rescheduled  for  May  3  and  4,  1977,  at 
10:00  A.M.  in  Room  5200,  Federal  Power 
Cmnmlssion,  825  North  Capitol  St.,  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Customers  and  other  interested  persons 
will  be  permitted  to  attend,  but  If  Such 
persons  have  not  previously  been  permit¬ 
ted  to  intervene  by  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  attendance  at  the  cimference  will 
not  be  deemed  to  authorize  interv'ention 
as  a  party  in  the  proceedings. 

All  parties  will  be  expected  to  come 
fully  prepared  to  discuss  the  merits  of  all 
issues  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  rate  Increase  and  any  proce¬ 
dural  matters  preparatory  to  a  full  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  or  to  make  ccanmlt- 
ments  with  respect  to  such  issues  and  any 
offers  of  settlement  or  stipulations  dis¬ 
cussed  at  the  conference. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc  77  7963  Piled  3-17-77:8:46  am) 


(Doc.  No,  RP76-73I 

DISTRIGAS  OF  MASSACHUSETTS  CORP. 

Revised  Tariff  Sheets 

March  14,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  cm  March  2, 1977,  Dis- 
trigas  of  Massachusetts  Corporation 
(DOMAC)  tendered  for  filing  First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  PGA-1  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1.  This  sheet 
shows  the  rates  for  services  under 
DOMAC’s  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  08-1  and 
BO-1  for  the  period  commencing  April  1. 
1977.  The  Base  Tariff  Rate  under  these 
rate  schedules  1$  78.758  cents  per  MMBtu, 
according  to  DOBfAC.  The  proposed 
Churent  Adjustment  is  0.639  cents  per 
MMBtu  which  reflects  the  1977-1978 
contract  year  increase  to  74.0  cents  per 
MMBtu. 
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Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  flUng  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  N(Hth  Capitol 
Street,  NJB.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1<8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protest  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  29,  1977.  Protests  will  be  cmi- 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Conunission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-7965  Plied  3-17-77;8:45  am| 


(Doc.  No.  CP76-3831 

EASTERN  SHORE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

March  14.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  7,  1977, 
Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Petitioner) ,  144  East  Main  Street,  Salis¬ 
bury,  Maryland  21801,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP76-383  a  petition  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  January  14,  1977  (57 

PPC - ),  issued  in  the  instant  docket 

pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  so  as  to  authorize  storage  service 
to  the  Delaware  Division  of  Chesapeake 
Utilities  Corporation  (Chesapeake)  in 
lieu  of  Delmarva  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (Delmarva),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  petition  to  amend  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  on  January  14,  1977, 
the  Commission  authorized  Petitioner  to 
render  storage  service  it  proposed  to  pur¬ 
chase  from  ’Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corporation’s  (Transco)  Washing¬ 
ton  Storage  Field  to  Delmarva  under  its 
newly  authorized  Rate  Schedule  WSS-1. 

Petitioner  states  that  Delmarva  has 
decided  not  to  purchase  such  storage 
service,  but  by  contract  dated  February 
1,  1977,  it  has  agreed  to  sell  such  service 
to  Chesapeake.  Petitioner  proposes  to 
store  for  Chesapeake  5,660  Mcf  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  for  a  period  April  1,  1976  through 
March  31,  1977,  and  47,400  Mcf  for  the 
p>eriod  April  1,  1977,  through  March  31, 
1978,  and  thereafter.  Petitioner  further 
states  that  the  point  of  delivery  for  all 
natural  gas  delivered  by  it  to  Chesapeake 
would  be  at  Petitioner’s  M&R  Station, 
Dover,  Delaware. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
April  4,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 


(18  CFR  117.10).  AU  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  ccmsidered  by  it 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-7968  Piled  3-1 7-77; 8: 45  am] 


(Doc.  Nos.  CP75-96  et  al.  and  RM77-6I 

EL  PASO  ALASKA  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Alaskan  Natural  Gas  Transportation 
System 

March  11.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  10,  1977. 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  releasea 
a  report  prepared  by  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  staff  with  assistance  from 
the  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  on 
proposed  general  environmental  and 
technical  terms  and  conditions  for  an 
Alaskan  natural  gas  transportation 
system.  These  proposed  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  would  be  applicable  to  any 
system  which  may  be  selected  through 
the  procedure  established  by  Pub.  L.  94- 
586,  the  Alaska  Natural  Gas  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  of  1976.  These  general  terms  and 
conditions  are  not  the  official  position  of 
the  Commission  or  any  other  Federal 
agency:  they  are  presented  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties  for  comment  prior  to  the 
CTOmmission's  recommendation  to  the 
President.  More  specific  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  will  be  prepared  following  final 
selection  of  the  project.  Because  of  the 
provisions  and  intent  of  P.  L.  94-586 
and  the  implied  Federal  responsibility 
created  by  actions  on  the  three  pending 
applications,  the  proposed  terms  and 
conditions  incorporate  a  mechanism  for 
their  administration  and  enforcement. 

These  proposed  terms  and  conditions 
have  been  developed  by  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  with  assistance  from 
the  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  and 
reflect  experience  gained  from  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Alyeska  oil  pipeline  in  Alaska. 
Comments  on  the  initial  draft  terms  and 
conditions  were  solicited  from  22  Federal 
agencies.  Responses  have  been  received 
from  the  following:  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce.  U.S.  Department  of  Justice. 
U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor.  U.S.  Department 
of  the  Interior,  U.  S.  Forest  Service, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  and  the 
Elnvironmental  Protection  Agency. 

Many  of  these  comments  are  reflected 
in  modifications  of  the  original  terms 
and  conditions.  Several  agencies — spe¬ 
cifically,  the  DOI,  the  FCC,  the  EPA, 
and  the  U.S.  Forest  Service — requested 
that  their  particular  regulations  be  in¬ 
corporated  into  the  body  of  the  terms 
and  conditions.  However,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  staff  believes  that  such  regulations 
are  Included  by  reference  in  General 
Items  2,  3,  and  9  and  that  such  a  lengthy 


listing  is  therefore  not  required  at  this 
time. 

’These  terms  and  conditions  have  been 
sent  to  the  agencies  and  persons  who 
received  c(H>les  of  the  Alaska  Natural 
Gas  Transportation  System:  Pinal  En- 
vtronmentsil  Impact  Statement  and  to 
all  parties  to  the  proceeding.  ’The  terms 
and  conditions  as  well  as  the  comments 
from  Federal  agencies  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  its  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street.  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
Limited  quantities  are  also  available 
from  the  Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information. 

Any  person  wishing  to  file  comments 
on  the  terms  and  conditions  should  file 
an  original  and  seven  ccq^ies  of  such  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  March  31, 1977.  Please 
address  comments  to: 

PPC  Alaskan  Delegates,  Office  of  the  Dele¬ 
gates,  Room  9100,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E..  Washington.  D.C.  20406. 

Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Public  Information. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc .77 -7970  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  ami 


(Doc.  No.  ER77-2221 

FLORIDA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

New  Delivery  Point 

March  14, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  2,  1977, 
Florida  Power  &  Li^t  Company  (PP&L) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Substitute  Original 
Sheet  No.  22  of  Original  Volume  No.  1 
of  its  PPC  Electric  Service  Tariff,  which 
provides  for  a  new  point  of  delivery  be¬ 
tween  Clay  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., — 
“Ft.  McCoy”  and  PP&L. 

To  the  extent  necessary,  PP&L  requests 
that  the  Commission  waive  its  notice 
requirements  to  permit  the  addition  of 
the  new  delivery  point  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  March  25, 1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
CTapitol  Street.  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  March  25,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  .the  Conunission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
appli^tlon  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-7966  PUed  S-17-77;8:46  Bm] 
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fDoc.  Nob.  CT75-173.  0177-131. 0177-149, 
0177-199,  0177-256,  0177-266) 

GULF  OIL  CORP. 

Abandonment;  Order  Consolidating  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Granting  Interventions,  and 
Setting  for  Hearing 

Makch  14, 1977^ 

Pursuant  to  section  7  (b)  of  tbe  Natural 
Gas  Act  (15  U.S.C.  717f(b)),  Gulf  OU 
Corporation  (Gulf)  has  fil^  in  the 
above-mentioned  dockets  applications 
for  Commission  authorization  to  aban¬ 
don  sales  of  natural  gas.  Gulf  proposes 
to  terminate  the  present  sales  as  cer¬ 
tificated  and  instead  deliver  gas  from 
the  supplies  involved  to  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  East¬ 
ern)  under  Gulf’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  278." 

On  February  7,  1977,  Gulf  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI77-255  an  application  for 
authorization  to  abandon  a  sale  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  Texas  Eastern  from  the  North 
Ameckeville  and  Southwest  Helen 
Gohlke  Fields  in  DeWitt  and  Victoria 
Coimtles,  Texas.  Gulf  has  been  making 
the  sale  to  Texas  Eastern  imder  a  gas 
sales  contract  dated  December  20,  1955, 
which  is  included  in  Gulf’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  42.  Gulf  states  that  it  may 
terminate  this  contract  pursuant  to  Its 
terms  effective  March  25,  1978,  and  Gulf 
has  notified  Texas  Eastern  that  it  will 
terminate  the  ccmtract  on  that  date. 
Notice  of  Gulf’s  application  was  issued 
on  February  14,  1977,  and  appeared  In 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  17, 
1977,  at  42  FR  9709.  Petitions  to  intervene 
have  been  received  from  Texas  Eastern, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company, 
Bay  State  Gas  Company,  et  al.  (New 
England  Customer  Group) ,  Consolidated 
Edison  Company  of  New  York,  Philadel¬ 
phia  Gas  Works,  and  General  Motors 
Corporation. 

On  February  8.  1977,  Gulf  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI77-266  an  application  for 
authorization  to  abandon  a  sale  of  nat- 
luul  gas  to  Texas  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpora¬ 
tion  (TGP)  from  the  Fannett  Field,  Jef¬ 
ferson  County,  Texas.  Gulf  has  been 
making  sales  of  casinghead  gas  to  TGP 
under  a  gas  sales  contract  dated  May  24. 
1956,  which  is  included  in  Gulf’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  405  and  which 
expired  by  its  own  terms  on  September  1. 
1976.  Notice  of  Gulf’s  application  was 
issued  on  February  14,  1977,  and  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  17.  1977,  at  42  FP  9709.  Petitions 
to  intervene  have  been  received  from 
Texas  Eastern,  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 
Line  Company,  Consolidated  Edison 
Company  of  New  York,  Philadelphia  Gas 
Works,  and  General  Motors  Corporation. 

In  its  application  Gulf  alleges  that  it 
should  be  permitted  to  abandon  the  sub- 


^  OulTs  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  278 
includes  a  base  contract  that  has  been  In¬ 
terpreted  by  the  Commtosion  to  be  a  war¬ 
ranty  contract.  The  warranty  contract  has 
been  the  subject  of  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  CI64-26.  See  Opinion  No.  692,  51  F.P.C. 
1340  (1974);  Opinion  No.  692-A.  62  FJ>.C.  593 
(1974);  (pinion  No.  780,  tosued  October  15, 
1978;  and  Opinion  No.  780-A,  issued  Decem¬ 
ber  9.  1976. 


ject  sales  on  the  grounds  that  It  has  been 
ordered  by  the  Cbmmisatcn  to  serve 
Texas  Eastern  under  Its  warranty  con¬ 
tract  and  certificate  fasued  In  Dodket  Na 
<7164-26;  that  Texas  Eastern’s  curtail¬ 
ment  situation  is  considerably  more 
severe  than  that  of  TGP;  that  the  cur¬ 
rent  interstate  purchasers  have  no  claim 
to  the  gas  Inasmuch  as  their  (XHitracts 
with  Gulf  have  expired  or  soon  will  ex¬ 
pire,  and  since  the  gas  would  remain  in 
the  interstate  market;  and  that  the 
price  for  the  sale  to  Texas  Eastern  under 
its  waranty  contract  is  substantially  low¬ 
er  than  the  likely  price  for  continued 
sales  to  the  current  interstate  purchasers. 

Gulf  has  filed  similar  applications  for 
abandonment  authorization  in  several 
other  dockets  in  which  Gulf  proposes  to 
terminate  the  presently  certificated  sales 
and  instead  make  deliveries  from  the  gas 
supplies  involved  to  Texas  Eastern  under 
the  warranty  contract.  The  applications 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI-77-95,  CI77-96.  and 
CI77-97  were  consolidated  and  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  issued 
an  initial  decision  on  F^ebruary  23,  1977. 
The  time  for  filing  exertions  to  that  de¬ 
cisions  had  not  yet  expired.  On  February 
28, 1977,  we  issued  an  order  consolidating 
and  setting  for  hearing  similar  applica¬ 
tions  in  Docket  Nos.  CI75-173,  CI77-131, 
CI77-149.  and  CI77-199. 

We  find  that  a  hearing  is  desirable  to 
determine,  on  the  record,  whether  the 
present  or  future  puMic  convenience  or 
necessity  will  be  served  by  permlttinp 
the  abandonment  of  service  proposed 
by  (jrulf  in  Docket  Nos.  CI77-255  and 
CI77-266.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  these 
applications  and  those  involved  in 
Docket  Nos.  CI75-173.  et  al.,  involve  simi¬ 
lar  questions  of  law  and  policy,  we  c(m- 
clude  that  their  ultimate  disposition 
would  best  be  accomplished  in  a  con- 
sedidated  proceeding.  In  view  of  the  con¬ 
solidation  of  the  additional  proceedings, 
we  shall  revise  the  schedule  for  sub¬ 
mitting  evidence  and  the  date  for  pre- 
hearing  conferaice. 

One  of  the  issues  to  be  considered  at 
the  hearing  should  be  a  “*  •  •  com¬ 
parison  of  the  needs  of  the  two  natural 
gas  systMns  and  the  public  markets  they 
serve.  •  *  *’•  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corp.  v  F.P.C..  488  F.  2d  1325.  1330 
(D.C.  Cir.  1973).  TTie  (TOmmission  de¬ 
clares  that  the  underlying  validity  the 
CommissicHi’s  orders  concerning  the  Gulf 
warranty  contract,  as  expressed  in  Opin¬ 
ions  692,  692A,  780,  and  780A,  is  not 
an  issue  in  this  proceeding,  nor  is  the 
impact  of  a  decision  on  these  aiplicaticms 
with  regard  to  the  corporate  financial 
situation  of  Gulf,  National  Fuel,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Wisconsin,  Texas  F^tem,  or  TGP. 

The  Commission  finds ;  The  pulHic  con¬ 
venience  warrants  the  consoUdatiem  of 
Gulf’s  abandcHunent  applications  filed  in 
Doeket  Nos.  <7175-173,  0177-31,  0177- 
149,  <7n7-199,  <7n7-255,  and  Cn7-a66. 

ITie  Oommlssitm  orders:  (A)  Doeket 
Nos.  0175-173,  0177-131,  <7177-149,  0177- 
199,  CT77-256,  and  0177-366  are  con¬ 
solidated  for  purposes  of  hearing  and  dls- 
positioa. 

(B>  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 


Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a  public 
hearbig  under  seettem  7(b)  of  the  Act 
shall  be  held  In  a  hearing  rocMn  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commlsskm,  825  North 
Oapltol  Street,  NJE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  to  determine  whether  the  present 
or  future  public  convenience  or  necessity 
p>ermit  the  pre^nased  abandonments. 

(c)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d))  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  pinceeding,  with  authority  to  estab¬ 
lish  and  change  all  procedural  dates,  and 
to  rule  on  all  motions  (with  the  sole 
exception  of  petitions  to  intervene,  mo¬ 
tions  to  consolidate  and  sever,  and 
motions  to  dismiss,  as  provided  for  in 
the  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure). 

(D)  All  parties  shall  file  their  direct 
testimony  and  evidence,  if  any,  on  or 
before  April  5.  1977.  All  parties  shall  file 
their  rebuttal  testimony,  if  any,  on  or 
before  April  26,  1977.  All  testimony  and 
evidence  shall  be  served  upon  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge,  the 
Commission  Staff,  and  all  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

(E)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  preside  at  a  prehearing  and 
settlement  conference  to  be  held  <ki  May 
11,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m.  EDT,  in  a  hearing 
ro(Hn  at  the  address  noted  in  Ordering 
Paragraph  (B). 

(F)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  participation  of  such  interve- 
nors  shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting 
asserted  rights  and  interests  as  specifi¬ 
cally  set  forth  in  said  petitions  for  leave 
to  intervene;  and  Provided,  farther. 
That  the  admission  of  such  interven(H’s 
shall  not  be  c(xistrued  as  recognition  by 
the  CommissicHi  that  they  or  any  of  them 
might  be  aggrieved  because  oi  any  order 
or  orders  of  the  C(»nmission  entered  in 
this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-7961  FUed  3-17-77:8:45  am) 


I  Doc.  Nob.  CP76-ie.  CP75-ai  and  CP75-1041 

HIGH  ISLAND  OFFSHORE  SYSTEM 
Tariff  Filing 

March  11,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  High  Island  Offshore 
System  (HI06)  <m  November  29,  1976, 
tendered  few  filing  two  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  Nos. 
1  and  2.  HIOS  states  that  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1  of  its  pio  forma  FPC  Gas 
Tariff  consists  four  sheets;  a  table  of 
contMits  for  Orlghial  map  and  a  sched¬ 
ule  of  rates  applicable  to  its  rate  sched¬ 
ules. 

Original  Volume  Na  2  contains  a  pro 
forma  copy  of  the  gas  transportation 
agreement  which  win  be  executed  with 
each  of  the  affiliated  Shiivers.  The  ex¬ 
ecuted  agreements  win  be  designated  as 
follows: 


FfOfRAL  MdSm,  VOi.  42,  ttO.  53— HMMY.  MASCH  18,  1977 


NOTICES 


15129 


Rate  schedule  Shipper 

T-1 . - . .  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe 

Line  Co. 

T-2 . .  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

of  America 

T-3 _  Texas  Gas  Transmission 

Corp. 

T-4 _  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 

Line  Corp. 

T-5 _  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 


Article  VIII  of  Rate  Schedules,  T-l, 
T-2,  T-3.  T-4  and  T-5  contains  the  rate 
provisions  applicable  to  transportation 
service  to  be  rendered  by  HIOS.  Section 
8.1  provides  for  a  monthly  transporta¬ 
tion  charge  consisting  of  a  demand 
charge  and  a  commodity  charge.  As 
shown  on  Original  Sheet  No.  4  of  Origi¬ 
nal  Volume  No.  1,  the  demand  and  cwn- 
modity  charges  initially  are  presently 
estimated  to  be  $4.85  per  Mcf  of  con¬ 
tract  demand  and  7.33  cents  per  Mcf, 
respectively,  based  upon  the  data  con¬ 
tained  in  HIOS’  amended  application 
and  the  conditions  contained  in  the 
Commission’s  June  4,  1976  and  July  30, 
1976  orders.  The  derivation  of  these 
rates  is  reflected  in  the  study  referred  to 
in  (2)  above. 

As  recognized  at  page  4  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  July  30, 1976  order,  HIOS  proposes 
to  charge  an  interim  transportation  rate 
during  the  initial  buildup  period.  Sec¬ 
tion  8.8  of  Rate  Schedules  T-l  through 
T-5  provides  for  such  a  rate,  which  will 
be  a  volumetric  charge  computed  on  a 
100  percent  load  factor  basis.  As  shown 
on  Original  Sheet  No.  4  of  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1.  HIOS  now  estimates  that  this 
rate  will  be  23.28  cents  per  Mcf  of  gas 
received.^ 

The  revenues  generated  by  the  interim 
transportation  rate  will  be  credited 
against  constructiixi  work  in  progress. 
HIOS  will  continue  taking  an  allowance 
for  funds  used  during  construction  on 
the  cost  of  its  facilities  until  the  mcmthly 
transportation  charge  specified  in  Sec- 
ti(»i  8.1  of  its  respective  rate  schedules 
becomes  effective. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application,  on  or  before  March  31,  1977, 
should  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accm'd- 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce- 
diua  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  C(Hnmls8ion  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  its  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  wiU  not 
serve  to  make  the  Protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  CommissiMi’s 
Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plubu, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-7954  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 

1  $83  928,000  (Total  Cost  Of  Service)  ^380.- 
*620,000  Mcf  (988,000  Mcf/dx365  days)  =; 
23.28<‘  Mcf. 


(Doc.  No.  RI77-261 

J  &  J  ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  ET  AL 
Petition  for  Inclusion  of  Additional  Parties 
March  14,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  18,  1977, 
J  &  J  Enterprises,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  754,  In¬ 
diana,  Pennsylvania  15701,  Fairman 
Drilling  Company,  Box  228,  DuBois, 
Pennsylvania  15801,  and  Castle  (3as 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  10396,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pennsylvania  15234,  which  shall 
be  referred  to  as  J  &  J,  et  al..  joined  in 
a  petition  filed  by  certain  parties  enum¬ 
erated  below  pursuant  to  $1.11  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.11)  to  amend  J  &  J, 
et  al.’s  original  petition  for  special  relief 
filed  in  the  captioned  docket  on  January 
17,  1977.  Notice  of  J  &  J,  et  al.’s  petition 
for  Special  Relief  was  issued  on  Janu¬ 
ary  31.  1977. 

The  following  parties  (Additional  Pro¬ 
ducers)  have  jointly  petitioned  to  amend 
J  &  J.  et  al.’s  original  petition  for  special 
relief  in  order  to  be  included  as  addi¬ 
tional  piarties: 

(a)  Boyd  Sc  Shrlver,  Bend  Building,  South 
7th  Street.  Indiana.  Pennsylvania  15701. 

(b)  Mid-East  on  Company,  2115  Oliver 
Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  15222. 

(c)  Harry  Brunt,  P.O.  Box  232,  Bradford, 
Penn.sylvania  16701. 

(d)  Lee  E.  Mlnter,  475  Minard  Run  Road, 
Bradford,  Pennsylvania  16701. 

(e)  Ohio  Lease  Operating  Co..  893  High 
Street.  Worthington,  Ohio  43085. 

(f)  Zenith  Exploration  Co.,  10  East  Beau 
Street,  Washington,  Pennsylvania  15301. 

(g)  A.  A.  Lollar,  907  Crostway,  Derby,  Kan¬ 
sas  67037. 

(h)  I.  L.  Greer  Sc  Sons.  P.O.  Box  204,  Clare- 
don,  Pennsylvania  16313. 

(1)  Union  Drilling  Co.,  Box  347,  Buck- 
hannon.  West  Virginia  26201. 

(j)  Joseph  L.  Dunn,  666  Sara  Drive,  Wash¬ 
ington.  Pennsylvania  15301. 

(k)  Pennsylvania  OU  Sc  Gas  Association. 
Drawer  D,  26  West  Warren  Road.  Custer 
City,  Pennsylvania  16725. 

(l)  Reeves  Lewenthal,  2100  South  Ocean 
Lane,  Port  Lauderdale.  Florida  33816. 

(m)  D.  A.  Dorwood,  41  Nwth  Chesterfield 
Road,  Columbus,  Ohio  43209. 

(n)  Dorvo  Corp.,  41  North  Chesterfield 
Road,  Columbus.  Ohio  43209. 

The  Additional  Producers  state  that 
Pennsylvania  Oil  ti  Oas  Association 
(listed  as  letter  k)  seeks  to  be  made  a 
party  on  behalf  of  aU  its  members  who 
are  small  producers  of  natural  gas  hav¬ 
ing  jurisdtetional  sales  in  Pennsylvania. 
If  special  relief  is  granted,  it  is  requested 
that  such  relief  be  made  applical^  to 
all  such  members  of  Pennsylvania  Oil 
&  Gas  Association,  even  though  they  are 
not  specifically  designated  as  petitioners. 
A  list  of  such  members  is  to  be  furnished 
supplementally. 

’The  petitiCHi  indicates  that  the  three 
original  petitioners  (J  It  J,  et  al.),  and 
certain  of  the  Additional  Producers,  are 
members  of  the  Pennsylvania  Oil  b  Gas 
Association.  The  petitifm  goes  on  to  state 
that  it  is  intended  that  these  pnxiucers 
will  retain  their  status  as  individual  pe¬ 
titioners  notwithstanding  Pennsylvania 


Oil  It  Gas  Association’s  becoming  a  party 
to  this  proceeding. 

The  Additional  Producers  state  that 
they  wish  to  be  added  as  parties  to  this 
proceeding  in  order  to  receive  the  same 
prices  as  are  determined  to  be  just  and 
reasonable  for  J  It  J,  et  al.  J  It  J,  et  al.’s 
original  petition  for  Spiecial  Relief  was 
filed  pursuant  to  $$  2.56a(g)  and  2.76  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations,  and  §  154.107(e)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  on  behalf  of 
themselves  and  other  similarly  situated 
small  producers  having  jurisdictional 
sales  of  natural  gas  in  Pennsylvania.  The 
original  petition  seeks  special  relief  from 
the  area  rates  for  the  Appalachian  Ba¬ 
sin  Area  prescribed  in  Order  No.  411,  as 
amended,  to  collect  a  rate  of  55.02  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.73  psia  for  pre- January  1, 
1973,  sales  and  from  the  national  rates 
prescribed  by  Opinion  No.  699-H,  as 
amended,  and  Opinion  Nos.  770  and  770- 
A  to  collect  a  rate  of  $177.99  per  Mcf  at 
14.73  psia  for  post-January  1, 1973,  sales. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  March  31, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20246,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pince- 
dure  (18  CTFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  wiU  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  In  any  hearing 
therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

I FR  Doc  77-7962  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


(Doc.  No.  E-95571 

LAC  VIEUX  DESERT  RIPARIAN  OWNERS 
ASSOCIATION.  INC.  v.  WISCONSIN  VAL¬ 
LEY  IMPROVEMENT  CO. 

Postponement  of  Public  Session 

March  11, 1977. 

On  January  13,  1977,  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  issued  notice  that  a 
public  session  would  be  held  at  the  Court 
House  in  Eagle  River,  Wisconsin  t^egin- 
ning  at  10  a.m.  on  March  24,  1977,  for 
the  purpose  of  receiving  statements  of 
position  from  interested  members  of  the 
public  regarding  matters  raised  in  the 
April  23,  1976,  ciHnplaint  filed  by  the 
Lac  Vieux  Desert  Riparian  Owners  As¬ 
sociation,  Inc.  (Complainant)  against 
the  Wisconsin  Valley  Improvement  Com¬ 
pany,  Licensee  for  the  Lac  Vieux  Desert 
Reservoir,  FPC  Project  No,  2113,  said 
reservoir  being  located  in  Vilas  County, 
Wisconsin  and  Gogebic  Coimty,  Michi¬ 
gan  and  cimstituting  the  headwaters  of 
the  Wisconsin  River. 
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Complainant,  by  motion  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1977,  has  requested  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  session  te  postponed  for  a  period  of 
no  less  than  60  days.  It  contends  that 
many  of  its  members  do  not  reside  at 
the  lake  during  the  winter  and  early 
spring,  and  thus  would  be  unable  to  at¬ 
tend  the  public  session  as  now  scheduled. 

For  the  reasons  advanced  by  Com¬ 
plainant,  we  hereby  give  public  notice 
that  the  aforementioned  public  session 
has  been  reschedules!  to  convene  at  the 
Court  House  in  Eagle  River,  Wisconsin 
beginning  at  10  a  m.  on  May  25,  1977, 
and  to  continue  thereafter  until  con¬ 
cluded.  The  issues  to  be  adressed  at  the 
public  session  and  the  procedures  to  be 
followed  are  identical  with  those  delin¬ 
eated  in  our  aforementioned  January  13, 
1977  notice.  If  for  any  reason  any  party 
desiring  to  be  heard  is  unable  to  attend 
this  public  session  in  person,  he  may  sub¬ 
mit  a  written  statement  to  be  received  no 
later  than  June  6,  1977,  by  the  Secretary 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426  and  such  statement  will  be  made  a 
part  of  the  record  of  the  public  session. 

In  addition.  Commission  Staff  will  con¬ 
duct  an  inspection  of  the  project  and 
those  riparian  lands  allegedly  damaged 
by  its  operaticm  on  the  day  following  the 
conclusi<m  of  the  public  sessicm.  A  re¬ 
port  detailing  the  findings  of  the  staff 
Inspection  tecun  shall  be  filed  by  July  1, 
1977. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.  77-7955  PUed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


[Doc.  No.  RP72-149,  (PGA77-5a) 
(PQA77-6a)  1 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Proposed  Change  in  Rates 

Makch  14,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Mississippi  River 
Transmission  Corp<xtitioii  (Mississippi) 
on  March  7,  1977  tendered  for  filing  six 
(6)  copies  of  Substitute  Fifty-fourth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  3A  and  Substitute  Fifty- 
fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  First  Revised  Voliune  No.  1.  to 
become  effective  March  1, 1977  and  April 
1,  1977,  respectively. 

Missis^ppi  states  that  the  instant 
tariff  sheets  are  being  submitted  in  sub¬ 
stitution  for  identically  numbered  sheets 
previously  filed,  also  carrying  the  same 
effective  dates,  to  reflect  a  downward  ad¬ 
justment  in  the  March  1,  1977  rates  of 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
Amoica  (Natural)  recently  mtler^  by 
the  Commission.  The  Commissicm 
directed  that  Mississippi  file  to  reflect 
such  downward  adjustnient  as  to  Natural 
in  its  letter  Orda:  dated  February  25, 
1977.  Such  letter  Order  also  noted  that 
Mississippi  did  not  file  rate  reductions  to 
be  effective  December  1,  1976,  and  Jan¬ 
uary  2.  1977,  to  track  reducticms  by 
Natural  and  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (United)  and  had  not  shown  good 
cause  for  failure  to  do  so.  Such  letter 


Order  further  provided  that  Mississippi 
promptly  file  reduced  rates  and  make  re¬ 
funds  to  reflect  such  supplier  reductions. 
Mississippi  responds  that  the  current 
effect  o4  such  supplier  rate  reductions 
were  reflected  in  its  original  Purchased 
Gas  Cost  Adjustment  Clause  (PGA)  fil¬ 
ing  to  become  effective  March  1,  1977. 
Mississippi  further  states  that  the  effect 
of  the  reductions  prior  to  that  date  had 
been  handled  by  appropriate  credits  to 
its  Deferred  Purchased  Gas  Cost  Ac¬ 
count,  all  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  its  tariff,  and  that  the  deferred  ac- 
coimt  balance,  which  includes  such 
credits,  has  been  utilized  in  calculating 
the  rates  in  a  PGA  filing  submitted  to 
the  Commission  on  February  27,  1977, 
with  a  proposed  effective  date  of  April  1, 
1977. 

Mississippi  has  requested  that  the 
Commission  remove  from  its  February 
25,  1977  letter  Order  the  directive  con¬ 
cerning  the  filing  of  reduced  rates  and 
the  making  of  refunds,  and  has  asked  the 
Commission  to  confirm  that  its  actions 
with  respect  to  the  Natural  and  United 
rate  reductions  have  satisfied  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  purchased  gas  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  provisions  of  its  tariff  as  well  as  the 
purposes  of  the  Commission’s  Order  of 
February  25,  1977. 

Mississippi  submitted  schedules  con¬ 
taining  computations  supporting  the  rate 
changes  proposed  to  become  effective 
March  1,  1977  and  April  1.  1977.  Missis¬ 
sippi  states  that  copies  of  its  filing  were 
served  on  Mississippi’s  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  and  the  State  Commissions  of 
Arkansas,  Illinois  and  Missouri. 

Any  pers(m  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  in  accordance  with 
§§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  25, 
1977.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  unless  such  petition  has  pre¬ 
viously  been  filed.  Copies  of  the  filing  are 
on  file  with  the  Ccmunission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-7973  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


(Project  No.  287] 

NORTH  COUNTIES  HYDRO-ELECTRIC  CO. 
Application  for  Change  in  Land  Rights 
Maech  11, 1977. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  on  December  21, 
1976,  under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791a-825r,  by  North  Counties 
Hydro-Electric  Company  (Applicant) 
(Correspcmdence  to:  Mrs.  Bette  Breit 
O’Kerfe,  President,  North  Coimties  Hy- 
dro-EIlectric  Company,  1047  North  Kenil¬ 
worth  Avenue,  Oak  Park,  Illinois  60302; 


John  C.  Mastm.  Esq.,  Morgan,  Lewis  & 
Bockius,  1800  M  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036;  and  J.  Stanley  Stroud, 
Esq.,  Mayer,  Brown  &  Platt,  888  17th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006)  for 
a  change  in  land  rights  for  the  con¬ 
structed  Daytcm  Project  No.  287  located 
on  the  Fox  River  in  La  Salle  County, 
Illinois. 

The  Applicant  seeks  Commission  au¬ 
thorization  to  grant  a  50-foot  wide  ease¬ 
ment  across  project  lands  and  waters  to 
Dome  Pipeline  Corporation  (Dome)  of 
Bismarck,  North  Dakota  for  the  purpose 
of  constructing,  operating  and  main¬ 
taining  two  pritec-coated  pipelines  con¬ 
veying  liquid-hydrocarbons  on  0.17  acre 
of  project  lands  and  0.66  acre  of  project 
waters.  The  pipeline  would  extend  from 
Fort  Saskatchewan,  Alberta,  Canada  to 
Dome’s  existing  pipeline  system  in  Mon¬ 
roe  County,  Michigan.  The  pipelines 
which  would  be  10.75  and  12.75  inches  in 
diameter  woiild  be  laid  30  inches  apart 
in  a  single  trench  and  would  cross  proj¬ 
ect  lands  approximately  2,000  feet  up¬ 
stream  of  the  Dayton  dam.  The  lines 
would  be  weighted  with  concrete  at  the 
river  crossing  to  produce  negative  buoy¬ 
ancy.  ’The  lines  would  be  utilized  to 
transport  hght  liquid  hydrocarbons  such 
as  ethane,  propane,  butane,  ethylene  and 
light  conclensates  to  alleviate  energy 
shortages,  for  use  as  feedstock,  for  the 
production  of  synthetic  natural  gas,  and 
for  petrochemical  uses. 

The  Applicant  has  requested  the  short¬ 
ened  procedures  pursuant  to  §  1.32(b)  of 
the  Commissicms  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.32(b)  (1976). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Ccanmission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  April  25,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  ’The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commissi(m  by 
Sections  308  and  309  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  825g,  825h)  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  specifically  S  1.32(b)  (18  CFR 
1.32(b)  (1976)).  a  hearing  may  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  application  if  no  issue  of 
substance  is  raised  by  any  request  to  be 
heard,  protest  or  petition  filed  subse¬ 
quent  to  this  notice  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  and  if  the  applicant  or 
initial  pleader  requests  that  the  short¬ 
ened  procedure  of  §  1.32(b)  be  used. 
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Under  the  shortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  iinii»s.<i  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  not  be  necessary  for  applicant  or 
initial  pleader  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearine:  before  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-7956  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


(Doc.  No.  CP77-277J 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

March  14, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  4,"  1977, 
Northern  Natural  Oas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska  68102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP77- 
277  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  9  157.7(g) 
of  the  Regulations  thereunder  (18  CF^ 
157.7(g) )  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  for  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  to  abandon  various  field  compres¬ 
sion  and  related  metering  and  appurte¬ 
nant  facilities,  for  the  12-month  period 
commencing  with  the  date  of  this  au- 
thorizatlim,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  api^ication  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  is  to  enable  Applicant  to  act 
with  reasonable  dispatch  in  constructing 
and  abandoning  facilities  which  would 
not  result  in  changing  Applicant’s  sys¬ 
tem  salable  capacity  or  service  from  that 
authorized  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  in¬ 
stant  application. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
proposed  construction  and  abandonment 
under  f  157.7(g)  would  not  exceed  $3,- 
000,000  and  no  single  project  would  ex¬ 
ceed  $500,000.  Applicant  also  states  that 
said  costs  would  be  financed  from  cash 
on  hand  and  from  funds  generated 
through  operations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  April  5, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accwd- 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  wUl  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursunat  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  section  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  wUl  be  held  without  fur¬ 


ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  If  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commissicm  on  Its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  and  permisskm  and  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a 
formal  hearing  is  required,  further  notice 
of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing, 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-7959  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


[Doc.  No.  CP77-2611 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO.  AND 
TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Application 

March  14.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  25, 1977, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (Panhandle),  P.O.  Box  1642,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas  77001,  and  Tnmkline  Gas 
Company  (Trunkline),  P.O.  Box  1642, 
Houston.  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-261  a  joint  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  natural 
gas  on  behalf  of  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (MLGC) ,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

It  is  stated  that  MLGC  has  available 
volumes  of  gas  which  MLGC  has  pur¬ 
chased  from  HNG  Oil  Company  (HNO) 
in  Hemphill  County,  Texas.  It  is  further 
stated  that  MLGC  has  made  arrange¬ 
ments  with  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural 
Gas  Company.  Inc.  (K-N)  to  gather  and 
deliver  these  volumes  to  Panhandle  for 
transportation. 

Panhandle  and  Trunkline  propose  to 
transport  and  deliver  to  MLGC  on  a  firm 
basis  2,400  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day' 
and  on  a  best-effort  'oasis  up  to  1.600 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day.  It  is  stated 
that  the  gas  would  be  received  by  Pan¬ 
handle  at  the  existing  point  of  inter¬ 
connection  of  Panhandle  and  K-N  in 
Dewey  County.  Oklahoma,  and  that  Pan¬ 
handle,  would  transport  and  deliver  the 
gas  to  Trunkline  at  an  existing  point  of 
interconnection  in  Tuscola,  Illinois.  It 
is  further  stated  that  Trunkline  would  in 
turn  deliver  such  volumes  to  MLGC  at  a 
proposed  point  of  interconnection  be¬ 
tween  Trunkline  and  MLGC  in  Rich¬ 
land  Parish.  Louisiana. 

It  is  stated  that  the  proposed  trans¬ 
portation  would  be  pursuant  to  an  agree¬ 
ment  among  Panhandle.  Trunkline  and 
MLGC  dated  January  7, 1977.  It  is  stated 
that  MLGC  would  pay  Panhandle  a 
monthly  transportation  charge  of  $15,624 
for  the  firm  transportation  service  and 
21.42  cents  per  Mcf  for  volumes  trans- 


pxxrted  in  excess  of  the  firm  volumes  of 
2,400  Mcf  per  day.  It  is  stated  that  Pan-  ^ 
handle  would  pay  Tnmkline  for  its  pro¬ 
rata  share  of  the  transportation  charges 
to  MLGC. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  transportation 
agreement  is  for  an  initial  term  of  ten 
years  and  will  continue  year  to  year 
thereafter  unless  cancelled  by  either 
p>arty  upxm  1  year’s  written  notice. 

Any  pierson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  April  5, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  pieti- 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natmal  Gas  Act 
( 18  CFR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  tlie  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  p>erson  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  pjeti- 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  up>on  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  Is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  aill  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  77-7967  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 
(Project  No.  516] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  &  GAS 
CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

March  11,  1977. 

On  March  7,  1977,  the  South  Carolina 
Electric  and  Oas  Company  filed  a  motion 
to  extend  the  date  for  filing  responses  to 
comments  Upon  their  application  for  a 
new  license  in  the  above-designated  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  filing  responses 
is  extended  to  and  including  May  2, 1977. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  77-7957  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  ami 
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(Doc.  No.  CP77-260] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Application 

March  14,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  25,  1977, 
Texas  Ekistem  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Applicant) ,  P.O.  Box  2521, 'Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP77- 
260  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  authorizing 
the  exchange  of  up  to  4,000  Mcf  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  per  day  with  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  of  America  (Natural)  and 
the  construction  and  operation  of  facili¬ 
ties  therefor,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  entered 
into  a  gas  exchange  agreement  with  Nat¬ 
ural,  dated  December  22,  1976,  to  ex¬ 
change  up  to  4,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day. 
Pursuant  to  the  agreement  Natural 
would  deliver  up  to  2,000  Mcf  of  natural 
gas  per  day  to  Applicant  at  an  exchange 
point  to  be  constructed  in  Colorado 
County,  Texas  and  up  to  2,000  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  at  an  exchange  point  to  be  con¬ 
structed  in  Goliad  County,  Texas.  It  is 
stated  that  Applicant  would  redeliver 
equivalent  volumes  to  Natural  at  an  ex¬ 
isting  point  of  interconnection  in  Bra¬ 
zoria  County,  Texas. 

In  order  to  effectuate  the  exchange 
Applicant  proposes  construct  a  2-inch 
tap  and  valve  assembly  on  Applicant’s 
24 -inch  line  in  Colorado  County,  Texas, 
and  a  2-inch  tap  and  valve  assembly  on 
on  Applicant’s  16-inch  line  in  Goliad 
County,  Texas,  for  the  receipt  of  gas 
from  Natural.  The  cost  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  estimated  by  Applicant  to  be 
$10,610.  It  is  asserted  that  the  proposed 
exchange  would  enable  Natural  to  receive 
the  subject  volumes  of  gas  without  the 
construction  of  38  miles  of  pineline. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  April  6, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
cm  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
■taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  C(Hnmlssion  on 
this  application  if  no  petiticm  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 


view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  Is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77-7958  PUed  3-17-77; 8: 45  am) 


MEETING 

March  15, 1977, 

The  following  notice  of  meeting  is 
published  pursuant  to  Section  3(a)  of 
the  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act 
(Pub.  L.  No.  94-409),  5  U.8.C.  552(b): 

AGENCY :  Federal  Power  Commission. 

’TIME  AND  DA’TE:  March  22,  1977,  2:00 
p.m, 

PLACE:  825  North  Capitol  Street,  Room 
9306,  Washington,  D.C.  2046. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
(Agenda) 

Note — Items  listed  on  the  agenda  may  be 
deleted  without  further  notice. 

CONTACrr  PERSON: 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  Secretary,  tele¬ 
phone  (202)  275-4166. 

This  is  a  list  of  the  matters  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission.  It  does  not 
include  a  listing  of  all  papers  relevant  to 
the  items  on  the  agenda.  However,  all 
public  documents  may  be  examined  in 
the  Office  of  Public  Information,  Room 
1000. 

Power  Agenda,  7566th  Meeting — March  22, 
1977,  REGUI.AR  Meeting — Part  I  (2:00  p.m.) 

P-1 — Docket  No.  ER77-127,  Oklahoma  Oas 
and  Electric  Company 

P-2 — ^Docket  No.  E-9306,  Nevada  Power 
Company 

P-3 — Project  No.  2726,  Georgia  Power  Com¬ 
pany 

P-4 — Project  No.  2644,  Bowersock  MlUs  & 
Power  Company 

P-5 — Project  No.  199,  South  Carolina  Public 
Service  Authority 

Miscellaneous  Agenda,  7566th  Meeting — 
March  22,  1977,  Regular  Meeting — Part  I 

M-1 — Docket  No.  RM-  ,  Changes  In  De- 
8criptl<Hi  of  Organization  and  In  State¬ 
ment  of  Oeneral  Course  and  Method  of 
Operation 

Power  Agenda,  7566th  Meeting — ^March  22, 
1977,  Regular  Meeting — Part  II 

CP-1 — Docket  No.  ER77-138,  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  Edison  Company 
CP-2 — Docket  Nob.  ER77-149  and  ER77-160, 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
CP-3 — ^Project  No.  2323,  New  England  Power 
Company 

CP-4 — Project  No.  2333,  Rumford  Falls  Power 
•  Company 

CP-6 — ^Project  No.  2196,  PcM’tland  Oeneral 
Electric  Company 


CP-6 — Project  No.  1888,  Pennsylvania  York 
Haven  Power  Company 
CP-1 — Project  No.  1121,  Pacific  Oas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company 

Miscellaneous  Agenda,  7560th  Meeting — 
March  22,  1977,  Regular  Meeting — Part  II 

CM-1 — Commi.ssion  minutes 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-8300  Filed  3-16-77:11:31  am) 


(Docket  No.  E77-37J 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Supplomental  Emergency  Order  Pursuant 

to  Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977 

By  order  issued  March  8,  1977  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  6  of  the  Emergency  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  of  1977  (Act).  Pub.  L.  95-2 
(91  Stat.  4  (1977)),  the  March  1.  1977 
authorization  issued  to  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company,  a  division  of  Ten- 
neco,  Inc.  (Tennessee),  to  purchase  up 
to  32,000  Mcfd  of  natural  gas  from  Chan¬ 
nel  Industries  Oas  Company  (Channel) , 
and  intrastate  pipeline  and  an  affiliate 
of  Tennessee,  was  stayed  pending  an  in¬ 
quiry  to  determine  "whether  (Channel  is 
receiving  natural  gas  that  is  certificated 
imder  the  Natural  Oas  Act  and  whether 
the  Channel-Tennessee  transaction  is 
proper  under  Section  6  of  the  Act.”  ’The 
March  1,  1977  order  also  required  ’Ten- 
neco,  Inc.  (Tenneco),  the  parent  com¬ 
pany  of  Tennessee  and  Channel,  “to  file 
with  the  Administrator  on  or  before 
March  14,  1977,  a  complete  statement 
under  oath”  concerning  the  matters  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  order. 

By  telegram  filed  March  14,  1977,  Ten¬ 
neco  stated  that  it  will  respond  by  March 
14,  1977,  and  requested  permission  to 
file  a  supplemental  response  on  or  be- 
for  March  18.  1977.  ’This  supplemental 
response  would  include  materials  sub¬ 
mitted  in  Federal  Power  Commission 
(FPC)  Docket  No.  C:T77-298. 

’Tenneco  has  demonstrated  good  cause 
for  permitting  Tenneco  to  submit  a  sup¬ 
plemental  filing  with  the  Administrator 
on  March  18,  1977,  and  the  March  8, 
1977  order  is  hereby  amended  to  permit 
Tenneco  to  make  such  a  filing.  Tenneco 
shall,  however,  submit  on  March  14, 1977, 
all  Information  and  documents  then 
available  to  it  regarding  the  matters 
imder  investigation  in  this  proceeding 
and  FPC  Docket  No.  CT77-298.  ’There¬ 
after,  Tenneco  shall  submit,  as  soon  as 
reasonably  possible,  any  supplemental 
materials  regarding  these  matters  filed 
with  the  FPC  or  any  other  federal  or 
state  agency.  In  addition,  Tenneco  shall 
submit  to  the  Administrator  all  revelant 
documents  in  any  litigation  against  Ten¬ 
neco,  Tennessee,  and/or  Channel  regard¬ 
ing  the  above  matters. 

To  the  extent  not  inconsistent  with 
this  order,  the  terms  of  the  March  8, 
1977  order  remain  in  full  force  and  ef¬ 
fect. 

’This  order  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident  in  Executive  Order  No.  11969 
(February  2,  1977),  and  shall  be  served 
upon  Tennessee,  Channel  and  Tenneco. 
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This  order  shall  also  be  published  In  the 
Fedesal  Rscism. 

This  order  is  subject  to  the  continu¬ 
ing  authority  of  the  Administrator  un¬ 
der  Pub.  L.  95-2  and  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  issued  thereunder. 

Richard  L.  Dunham, 

Administrator. 

March  14.  1977. 

[TO  Doc.77-8a36  Piled  S-17-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP77-286J 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORPORATION 

Application 

March  15,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  8,  1977, 
Transcontinental  Qas  Pipe  Line  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Applicant) ,  P.O.  Box  1396,  Hous- 
tion,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-286  an  appUcaticm  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
S  2.79  of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy 
and  Interpretations  (18  CFR  2.79) ,  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
up  to  1,300  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  on 
an  interruptible  basis  for  a  term  of  two 
years  for  Dan  River,  Inc.  (Dan  River), 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  up  to 
1,300  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  (at 
15.025  psia)  for  Dan  River,  an  existing 
industrial  customer  of  the  City  of  Dan¬ 
ville,  Virginia  (Danville) ,  and  Piedmont 
Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc.  (Piedmont) , 
two  of  Applicant's  resale  customers 
served  under  its  Rate  Schedule  Cni>-2, 
pursuant  to  an  agreement  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1977,  among  Applicant,  Dan 
River.  Danville  and  Piedmont. 

It  is  stated  that  Dan  River  has  pur¬ 
chased  from  Delhi  Properties,  Inc.,  Ver¬ 
milion  Bay  Land  Company,  John  Stuart 
Hunt,  Jean  Gannon  Hunt.  Sherman  M. 
Hunt  and  Mary  Andrews  Himt  (Delhi) 
up  to  1,300  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  (at  15.025 
psia)  to  be  produced  from  the  Headwater 
Oil  Company  No.  1  Lutcher  Moore  Cy¬ 
press  Well  in  the  South  Lake  Maurepas 
Field,  St.  John  the  Baptist  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  at  a  price  of  $1.75  per  Mcf. 

It  is  asserted  that  such  gas  would  be 
delivered  to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (United) ,  which  would  in  turn  de¬ 
liver  equivalent  quantities  to  Applicant 
at  a  mutually  agreeable  existing  author¬ 
ized  exchange  point.  Applicant,  it  is  fur¬ 
ther  stated,  would  redeliver  such  quanti¬ 
ties  to  the  existing  points  of  delivery  to 
Danville  and  Piedmont  for  the  account 
of  Dan  River,  and  Danville  and  Pied¬ 
mont  would  d^ver  such  natural  gas  to 
Dan  River’s  Danville.  Virginia.  Green¬ 
ville.  South  Carolina,  Greer.  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Burlington,  North  Carolina, 
plants. 

Applicant  proposes  to  charge  21.55 
cents  per  Dekatherm  for  all  quantities 
transported  and  delivered  to  Danville  and 
Piedmont  for  the  account  of  Dan  River 
and  would  retain  3.8  percent  of  the  vol¬ 
umes  received  as  makeup  for  compressor 


fuel  and  Une  Iok.  It  states  that  no  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  would  be  required  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  transportation  service. 

An>llcant  states  that  it  did  not  con¬ 
sider  the  subject  gas  available  for  pur¬ 
chase  because  Delhi  has  elected  not  to 
sell  its  natural  gas  on  the  interstate  mar¬ 
ket  due  to  the  administrative,  legal  and 
refund  problems  associated  with  the 
Commission’s  Order  770. 

It  is  stated  that  Dan  River's  plants  are 
involved  in  a  finishing  process  and  are 
experiencing  severe  curtailment  from  its 
suppliers.  Danville  and  Piedmont  because 
they  are  being  curtailed  by  Applicant.  It 
is  further  stated  that  such  curtailment 
is  resulting  in  extensive  lay-off  and  sub¬ 
sequent  economic  hardship  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  communities.  Dan  River  asserts  that 
such  gas  would  be  used  for  Priority  2 
process  purposes. 

Any  perscHi  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March 
25,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commissicm’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  apprcH^riate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  rtarties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  c(»iferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  CcMnmission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commissi(m’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised.  It  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.77  8299  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  E77-11 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP.,  ET  AL. 

Supplemental  Emergency  Order  Pursuant 
to  Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977 

By  orders  issued  February  3  and  24, 
1977,  pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Einer- 
gency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977  (Act>. 


Pub.  L.  95-2  (91  Stat.  4  (1977)),  Trans- 
c(mtinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation 
(Transco),  as  agent  for  certain  of  its 
customers,  was  authorized  to  purchase  up 
to  approximately  230,000  Mcfd  of  natural 
gas  from  six  distribution  companies 
served  by  Northwest  Pipeline  CJorpora- 
tion  (Northwest).  Approximately  150,- 
000  Mcfd  of  those  volumes  are  transiiort- 
ed  by  LoVaca  Gathering  Company 
(LoVaca)  far  delivery  to  South  ’Texas 
Gathering  C(»npany  (South  Texas)  for 
delivery  to  Tnuisco. 

By  letter  filed  March  14,  1977,  Transco 
advised  that,  from  tlme-to-time  capac¬ 
ity  limitations  may  prevent  South  Texas 
from  delivering  all  regular  purchase  vol¬ 
umes  ’  and  all  emergency  purchase  vol¬ 
umes.  To  assure  receipt  of  all  volumes 
normally  purchased  from  South  Texas 
and  all  emergency  purchase  voliunes, 
Transco  has  arranged  for  Texas  East¬ 
ern  Transmission  C?orporation  (Texas 
Eastern)  to  receive  for  Transco’s  ac- 
coimt  up  to  10,000  MMBtu  per  day  of 
Transco’s  contract  volumes  from  South 
Texas  at  the  Hidalgo  Gas  Plant.  Hidal¬ 
go  County.  Texas.  Texas  Eastern  will 
transpOTt  such  volumes  for  redelivery  to 
'Transco  at  an  existing  Interconnection 
near  Rsigley,  Louisiana.  The  agreed-upon 
transix>rtation  charge  is  19.22  cents  per 
MMBtu  plus  3  percent  of  the  volumes 
transported  for  fuel.  Transco  requests 
that  these  charges  be  recouped  from  the 
customers  receiving  emergency  gas  sup¬ 
plies  pursuant  to  the  authorization  is¬ 
sued  in  this  proceeding. 

Pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  (1)  of  the  Act. 
I  authorize  and  order  Texas  Eastern  to 
transport  up  to  10,000  MMBtu  per  day 
for  Transco  at  the  agreed-upon  terms 
and  conditions.  Because  this  transporta¬ 
tion  is  required  to  permit  Transco  to  re¬ 
ceive  emergency  purchase  volumes  from 
distribution  company  customers  of 
Northwest  as  agent  for  certain  of  its 
customers,  all  charges  paid  to  Texas 
Eastern  fw  the  transportation  described 
above  shall  be  charged  to  Transco’s  cus¬ 
tomers  receiving  emergency  gas  supplies 
under  the  authorizations  issued  in  this 
proceeding. 

This  order  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  in  Executive  Order  No.  11969  (P^- 
ruary  2,  1977) ,  and  shall  be  served  upon 
Transco,  Northwest,  LoVaca,  South  Tex¬ 
as,  Texas  Eastern,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
ComiMmy,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America,  Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corpora¬ 
tion,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company,  and 
Ck)lorado  Interstate  Gas  Company.  This 
order  shall  also  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

This  order  and  authorization  granted 
herein  are  subject  to  the  continuing  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Administrator  imder  Pub. 
L.  95-2  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
which  may  be  Lssued  thereunder. 

Richard  L.  Dunham, 
Administrator. 

March  15. 1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-8237  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


'Transco  purchases  gas  from  South  Texas 
under  South  Texas’  PPG  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  2. 
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MEETING  SUBJECT  MATTER 
Change 

March  15, 11177. 

Hie  following  items  are  added  to  the 
Commission  meeting  of  March  16,  1977, 
upmi  the  affirmative  vote  of  Chairman 
Dunham,  and  Commissioners  Smith, 
Holloman,  and  Watt: 

0-27 — ^Docket  No.  CP76-285,  Mountain  Fuel 
Resources,  Inc.;  Docket  No.  CP77-289,  El 
Paso  Natural  Oas  Ccunpany. 

G-28 — Docket  No.  CP77-288,  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-8394  Piled  3-17-77:9:42  am) 


|Doc.  No.  ER77-226I 

KANSAS  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing  of  Initial  Rate  Schedule 

March  10, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  Kansas  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Company)  has  filed  with  the 
Commission  six  copies  of  an  executed 
contract  (dated  October  26,  1976)  which 
is  to  be  effective  on  the  date  the  facilities 
are  completed,  but  in  any  event  not  later 
than  July  1,  1977.  The  Company  states 
that  the  contract  provides  for  wholesale 
electric  service  (30,  AC,  60  cycle  4,160 
volts,  to  be  billed  under  the  (Company’s 
Schedule  WSM-75)  to  the  City  of  Eailn- 
wood,  Kansas. 

In  addition,  the  Company  states  the 
following: 

1 .  An  estimate  of  sales  and  revenue  for  the 
succeeding  twelve  months  is  attached  to  this 
filing. 

2.  The  rate  for  service  is  the  WSM-76 
Wholesale  Service — Municipalities  as  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
order  dated  August  29,  1975  in  Docket  No. 
ER76-39. 

3.  No  other  rates  are  available  for  this  class 
of  service. 

4.  A  sketch  of  facilities  to  be  installed  for 
this  service  is  attached. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  March  21,  1977.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  (Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-8396  Filed  3-17-77;9:42  am) 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

LINCOLN  NATIONAL  CO. 

Order  Approvii^  Acquisition  of  Shares  of 
Bank 

Lincoln  National  Company,  Bala- 
(Cynwyd,  Pennsylvania,  a  bank  holding 
company  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act,  has  applied 
for  the  Board’s  approval  imder  section 
3(a)(3)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a) 
(3) )  to  acquire.  Indirectly,  9.9  per  cent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  The  Bryn  Mawr 
Trust  Company,  Bryn  Mawr,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  ("Bank”). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of 
the  Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments 
and  views  has  expired,  and  the  Board 
has  considered  the  application  and  all 
comments  received  in  light  of  the  factors 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842  (c)). 

Applicant,  a  one-bank  holding  com¬ 
pany,  owns  all  of  the  voting  shares  (less 
directors’  qualifying  shares)  of  Lincoln 
Bank,  Bala-CTsriwyd,  Pennsylvania,’  with 
deposits  of  $94.6  million,  representing 
0.2  per  cent  of  the  total  deposits  in  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  Pennsylvania.*  Appli¬ 
cant  also  has  one  nonbanking  subsidiary, 
Lincoln  National  Leasing  Co.,  Bala- 
Cynwyd,  Pennsylvania,  which  is  engaged 
in  the  leasing  of  personal  property  and 
equipment  on  a  full  payout  basis.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  indirect  acquisition  of  shares 
of  Bank  would  have  no  appreciable 
effect  on  the  concentration  of  banking 
resources  in  Pennsylvania. 

Applicant’s  subsidiary  bank.  Lincoln 
Bank,  a  State-chartered  insured  bank 
that  is  not  a  member  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  proposes  to  acquire  for 
cash  9.9  per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Bank  pursuant  to  Title  7  Pennsylvania 
Statutes,  section  311(d)  (ii)  (B),  which 
authorizes  Pennsylvania  banks  to 
acquire  and  hold  up  to  10  per  cent  of  the 
shares  of  another  Pennsylvania  bank  or 
trust  company.*  The  instant  shares  of 
Bank  were  previously  held  by  Centennial 
Bank,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  a 
bank  that  was  ordered  closed  by  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Banking  on  October  19,  1976.  In 
subsequent  liquidatidh  proceedings  by 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Lincoln  Bank  purchased  certain 
assets  and  assiuned  certain  deposit 
liabilities  of  Centennial  Bank  and,  in 
additimi,  Lincoln  Bank  obtained  an 
option  to  purchase  the  subject  shares  of 
Bank  from  the  FDIC,  as  receiver. 

Bank  (deposits  of  $56.7  million)  is  the  • 
.25th  largest  banking  organization  in  the 

'  Applicant  became  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  with  respect  to  Lincoln  Bank  on 
December  81,  1070  as  a  result  of  enactment 
of  the  1970  Amendments  to  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act. 

*  Unless  otherwise  noted,  all  banking  data 
are  as  of  June  30,  1976. 


Phlladelphla-Camden  banking  market  4 
and  holds  0.4  per  cent  of  total  market 
deposits.*  Lincoln  Bank,  through  its 
twelve  offices,  also  competes  in  the  Phila- 
delphia-Camden  banking  market  and 
ranks  as  the  18th  largest  banking  organ¬ 
ization  therein,  with  0.7  per  cent  of  total 
deposits  in  the  market.  Although  Lincoln 
Bank  and  Bank  ccmipete  in  the  same 
banking  market,  it  does  not  appear  that 
cmisummation  of  this  proposed  would 
have  significant  adverse  effects  on  com¬ 
petition.  The  combined  market  share  of 
Lincoln  Bank  and  Bank  would  represent 
only  1.1  per  cent  of  total  deposits  in  the 
Philadelphia-Camden  maiiiet.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Board  concludes  that  con- 
summatimi  of  the  proposal  would  not 
have  significant  adverse  effects  on  exist¬ 
ing  or  potential  competition;  thus, 
competitive  considerations  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  subject  application. 

The  Board  notes  that  neither  Appli¬ 
cant  nor  Lincoln  Bank  will  incur  any 
debt  in  connection  with  the  acquisition 
of  shares  of  Bank.  The  financial  and 
managerial  resources  and  future  pros¬ 
pects  of  Applicant,  Lincoln  Bank,  and 
Bank  are  considered  to  be  generally 
satisfactory.  Accordingly,  banking  fac¬ 
tors  are  consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application.  There  is  no  indication  that 
the  convenience  and  needs  of  the  com¬ 
munity  to  be  served  are  not  currently 
being  met.  Although  there  will  be  no  im¬ 
mediate  increase  in  the  services  offered 
by  Bank,  convenience  and  needs  consid¬ 
erations  are  consistent  with  approval  of 
the  application. 

This  application  presents  the  Board 
with  a  situation  in  which  rather  than  ac¬ 
quiring  control.  Applicant,  through  its 
subsidiary  bank,  is  making  a  relatively 
small  investment  in  Bank.  This  invest¬ 
ment  would  not  appear  to  have  any  ad¬ 
verse  effects  on  Applicant  or  Lincoln 
Bank.  An  acquisition  of  less  than  a  25 
per  cent  Interest  is  not  a  normal  acqui¬ 
sition  for  a  bank  holding  company. 
However,  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  authorizes  investments  of  up  to  5  per 
cent  without  Board  approval,  and,  by 
requiring  prior  Board  approval  for  the 
acquisition  of  more  than  5  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  a  bank,  clearly  con¬ 
templates  investments  between  5  and  22 
per  cent.* 


*  The  Secretary  of  Banking  of  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  by  letter  dated 
February  16,  1977,  has  recommended  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  subject  application. 

4  The  PhUadelpbia-Camden  banking  mar¬ 
ket  is  approximated  by  all  of  Philadelphia 
and  Delaware  Countlee,  portions  of  Chester, 
Montgomery  and  Bucks  Counties  In  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  plus  Camden,  and  portions  of  Burling¬ 
ton  and  Gloucester  Counties  in  New  Jersey. 

*  All  market  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1976. 

*  See  the  Board's  Order  of  May  16,  1978  ap-  • 
proving  the  ^ipUcatlon  of  First  Piedmont 
Corporation,  Greenville.  South  Carolina,  to 
acquire  shares  of  First  Palmetto  State  Bank 
and  Trust  (Company,  Columbia,  South  Canv 
Una.  38  Fed.  Rao.  14204  (1973),  69  Fed.  Res. 
Bull.  456  (1973). 
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It  is  the  Board’s  judgment  that  the 
proposed  transactkm  would  be  In  the 
public  interest  and  that  the  application 
should  be  approved.  On  the  basis  of  the 
record,  the  application  is  am>roved  for 
the  reasons  summarized  above.  The 
transaction  shall  not  be  made  (a)  before 
the  thirtieth  calendar  day  following  the 
effective  date  of  this  Order  or  (b)  later 
than  three  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  Order,  imless  such  period  is 
extended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board, 
or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Phil¬ 
adelphia  pursuant  to  delegated  author¬ 
ity. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,’ 
effective  March  11,  1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.77-8228  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Federal  Property  Management  Regs.; 
Tem^rary  Reg.  H-ITJ 

SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  to  outlease  oil  and  gas  deposits 
underlying  the  properties  listed  in  At¬ 
tachment  A  below. 

2.  Effective  date.  Hiis  delegation  of 
authority  is  effective  immediately. 

3.  Background.  The  Department  of  the 
Interior,  by  letters  dated  July  28,  1975, 
and  September  8,  1976,  advised  that  the 
proper  ties  listed  in  Attachment  A  below 
contain  oil  and  gas  deposits  in  significant 
quantities.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
recommends  that  because  of  the  short 
supply  of  such  minerals,  the  deposits  be 
outleased  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Department  of  the  Interior,  to 
control  development  as  quickly  as  possi¬ 
ble.  It  is  considered  that  the  best  interest 
of  the  Government  would  be  served  by 
GSA’s  delegating  authority  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  to  outlease  the 
oil  and  gas  deposits  in  these  properties 
since  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
expertise  and  experience  in  controlling 
devel(H)ment  of  and  leasing  such  de¬ 
posits. 

4.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  sections  203  and 
205(d)  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended  (40  U.S.C.  484,  486(d)),  au¬ 
thority  is  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  outlease  the  oil  and  gas 
deposits  in  the  properties  shown  in  At- 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Oardner  and  OovernoTB  WaUlob,  Jackson, 
Partee  and  Lilly.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Chairman  Burns  and  Govern^'  ColdweU. 


tachment  A  below.  When  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  has  completed  the  disposal 
cf  all  the  oil  and  gas  that  is  commercially 
salable,  it  shall  notify  GSA  that  the  proj¬ 
ect  has  been  completed. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may 
redelegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
official,  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised 
in  accordance  with  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended,  other  applicable  statutes, 
and  regulations  issued  pursuant  thereto. 
In  this  regard,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  as  the  disposal  agency,  shall  be 
responsible  for  (1)  securing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  FPMR  101-47.303-4  any  ap¬ 
praisals  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary:  (2)  complying  with  the  provisions 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969;  (3)  complying  with  secticm 
106  of  the  National  Historic  Preserva¬ 
tion  Act  of  1966,  if  appropriate:  and  (4) 
ensuring  that  lands  that  are  disturbed 
or  damaged  are  restored  after  removal 
of  the  oil  and  gas  is  completed. 

d.  A  copy  of  any  documents  executed 
under  this  delegation  shall  be  forwarded 
immediately  to  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (PK),  Washington,  D.C. 
20405. 

Robert  T.  Griffin, 

Acting  Administrator  of 

General  Services. . 


March  10,  1977. 

Attachment  A 


GSA  Control  No. 
GN-Tex-608-Hj  — . 

GR-La-466  . 

GR-La-466-B  _ 

G-Tex-414  . 

D-Tex-867-A  _ 

I>-Tex-481-V . 

L  514  . 

GD-Tex-629-D _ 

GN-Tex-787-B 

GZ-Tex-492-B  ... 

Z-Tex-902  _ 

GB-Colo-460-I  — 


Name  and  location 

Naval  Air  Station. 
KlngsvUle,  Tex. 

Belle  Chasse  Navy  De¬ 
pot,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Do. 

Pelican  Island,  Galves¬ 
ton,  Tex. 

Galveston  harbor  and 
channel  project 
(portion),  Galveston, 
Tex. 

Red  River  Army  Depot, 
(portion).  Texar¬ 
kana,  Tex. 

Former  Head  of  Passes 
Light  StaUon,  PU- 
quemlnes  Parish.  La. 

Lone  Star  Ammunition 
plant  (portion),  Tex¬ 
arkana.  Tez. 

Former  Eagle  Moun¬ 
tain  Airfield  (por¬ 
tion),  Fort  Worth, 
Tex. 

Ambrose  Monitoring 
Station  ( pension ) . 
Ambrose,  Tez. 

FCC  Monitoring  Sta¬ 
tion  (portion), 

Kingsville,  Tez. 

Former  Lowry  bomb¬ 
ing  range,  Arapahoe 
County,  Colo. 


(PR  Doc.77-a001  Piled  »-17-77;8:45  am) 


(GSA  Bulletin  PPR  26] 

PROCUREMENT  OF  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT 

Basic  Agreements  Between  Defense  De¬ 
partment  and  Educational  Institutions, 

et  al. 

To:  Heads  of  Federal  Agencies. 

Subject:  Listing  of-  basic  agreements 
for  procurement  of  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  with  educational  institutions  and 
nonprofit  organizations. 

1.  Purpose.  This  bulletin  lists  current 
basic  agreements  for  the  procurement  of 
research  and  development  entered  into 
by  civilian  agencies  and  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

2.  Expiration  date.  This  bulletin  con¬ 
tains  informati(Hi  of  a  continuing  na¬ 
ture  and  will  remain  in  effect  until  can¬ 
celed. 

3.  Background.  Subpart  1-3.4  of  the 
Federal  Procurement  Regulatiixis  (FPR) 
describes  the  use  of  basic  agreements. 
How’ever,  prior  to  FPR  Amendment  149, 
it  did  not  specifically  refer  to  research 
and  develoiHnent  or  to  interagency  use  of 
such  agreements.  Recommendatiem  B-11 
of  the  Commission  tm  Government  Pro¬ 
curement  provided  as  follows:  “Encour¬ 
age  the  use  of  master  agreements  of  the 
grant  and  ccmtract  types,  which  when 
executed  should  be  used  on  a  wix'k  order 
basis  by  all  agencies  and  for  aU  tjrpes  of 
performers.’’  Tlie  Commission  based  this 
recommendatiem  on  the  observatlmi  that 
time  and  effort  could  be  saved  by  both  the 
Government  and  the  performers  of  re¬ 
search  and  development  through  the  use 
of  prenegotiated  t^ms  and  conditions  al¬ 
lowing  for  new  or  additional  work  to  be 
contracted  for  on  a  work  order  basis. 
After  extensive  study  of  this  recom¬ 
mendation  by  the  (Teneral  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense,  it  was  determined  that  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  recommendation  would  be 
served  to  the  maximum  extent  practica¬ 
ble  by  encouraging  the  use  of  basic  agree¬ 
ments  wdth  educational  institutions  and 
nonprofit  organizations.  Recommenda¬ 
tion  B-11  was  implemented  in  FPR 
Amendment  149  (40  FR  27655,  July  1, 
1975)  which  provides  for  the  publlcaticm 
of  FTR  bulletins  listing  basic  agreements 
on  a  fiscal  year  basis. 

4.  Guidance.  Procedures  for  reporting 
these  agreements  by  civilian  agencies  are 
set  forth  in  §  l-3.410-2(d) .  A  current  list 
of  institutiMis  which  have  entered  into 
basic  agreements  with  Federal  agencies 
is  set  forth  in  attachment  A.  Each  in¬ 
stitution  is  listed  alphabetically  together 
with  a  c(^e  number  which  identifies  the 
agency  concerned.  Attachment  B  lists 
agency  contact  points.  Tlie  contact 
points  may  be  used  to  obtain  copies  of 
and  information  cmiceming  the  current 
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applicability  of  the  various  basic  agree¬ 
ments. 

Dated:  February  25,  1977. 

Wallace  H.  Robinson,  Jr., 
Comrrtissioner, 
Federal  Supply  Service. 

Attachment  A. — Basic  agrrcements  with 
education  institutions  and  nonprofit  or¬ 
ganizations,  1976 


Contraclor 


Basic  agreement 
No.  and  date 


Code 


C*Btimet«r 


Basic  acTMacBt 
No.  and  date 


Cade 


Air  Foree,  U.S.  (SAMSO/  JOlO.lsS  _  12 

TM)  Space  and  Missile 
Systems  Organization/ 

TM.  (subcontractor)  The 
Aerospace  Corp.,  El  Se- 
Kundo,  CaUf. 

Akron,  University  of..- . NOOOH-7n-A-OH2.  1 

Oct.  1.  ItlT.'i. 

Alabama.  University  of  N0(K)14-70-A-01CT .  1 

(Huntsville).  Dec.  15,  1975. 

Alabama,  University  of _  N00014-TG-A-0130.  1 

Dec.  1.5,  1975. 

Alaska,  University  of . N00014-7(>-A -001)2.  1 

Apr.  1,  1976. 

Do . . . Master  memo-  8 

randum  of 
understanding. 

Feb.  12,  1976.  I 

Do . . . . . . .  4  ' 

American  Institute  of  liio-  K0l)U14-76-A-0UU3.  1  j 

logical  Sciences.  July  1,  1976. 

American  University _ N00014-7t>-A-007.5.  1 

Oct.  1, 1975. 

Arisoua  Boaid  of  Regents,  NU0014-7&-A-0030.  1 

University  of  Arizona.  Dec.  1, 1975. 

Arizona  Board  of  Regents,  N00014-76-A-009.5.  1 

Arizoua  State  University.  Dec.  1.'  1975. 

Arkansas,  University  of,  N00014-TO-A-0151 .  1 

Board  of  Trusteeis.  Jan.  1.  1076. 

Auburn  University . .  N0l)014-76-A-0141 .  1 

Dec.  15,  1975. 

Battelle  Cohimlms  Laltora-  AT(4»-24 >-029.5. ..  10 

tories.  June  1. 1976 

through 
Sept.  .•«.  1977. 

Befi  Israel  Medical  Center..  N00014-76-.A-OU85.  1 

Nov.  25.  1975. 

Boston  College,  trustees  of. .  N00014-76-A-01t7.  1 

D«*.  1  1975. 

Boston  University .  . NOoi)14’-76-A-<B37 .  1 

Feb.  1.5, 1976. 

Brandeis  University .  N00014-76-A-0182.  1 

May  1, 1976. 

Brown  Uiiivetaity . . N00014-7C-A-0042.  1 

Oct.  15, 1975. 

Brighant  Young  University.  N00014-76-A-0174.  1 

Jan.  L  1976. 

Califomia  Institute  of  Tech-  N0^4-T6-A-0005.  1 

iiolagy.  Oct.  1, 1975. 

CalUbmia  State  University.  N()0014-76-A-0(l81 .  1 

Long  Beacb  Foundation.  Jan.  1,  1976. 

California  State  University,  N000I4-T6-A-0095.  1 

Nortliridge.  Dec.  19,  1975. 

California,  The  Regents  of  N00014-76-A-0004.  I 

the  University.  Oct.  1, 1975. 

California,  University  of. .  3 

Camegie-Mellon  University,  N(X)014-76-.A-0063.  1 

Pittsbor^,  Pa.  Oct.  15, 1W5. 

Case  Western  Reserve  Uni-  N00014-76-A-0034.  I 

versity,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Oct.  1, 197.5, 

Catholic  University  of  N00014-76' A-0074.  1 

America.  Washlngtw.  D.C.  Oct.  1.  1975. 

Central  WashingUm  College .  4 

Chicago,  University  of _ N000l4-7C>-A-t)03.5.‘  1 

Oct.  1,  19ra. 

Children's  Hospital  Medical  N00014-76-A-0132.  1 

Center,  Boston,  Mass.  Oct.  1, 1975. 

Cincinnati,  University  of. .  N06W'4-76-A-0147.  1 

Oct.  1. 197.5. 

Clarkson  CoUege  of  Tecb-  NO<«B4-r6-A-0043.  1 

Dology,  Potsdam,  N.Y.  Oet.  15,  1975. 

Clemson  University.. .  N00014-76-A-011C.  1 

Dec.  6, 1975. 

Colorado  School  el  Mini's,  .\00014-76-A-<U80-  1 

Golden,  Cok).  -Apr.  19, 1976. 

Colorado  State  University. .  N6B0I4-76-A  00S6.  1 

Oct.  1  1975. 

l>o . Memorandum  of  8 

understanding— 

June  3, 1974. 

Colorado,  The  Regents  of  N00014-76-A-0118.  I 

the  University  of.  Oct.  1,  1975. 

CcAormdo,  University  of . . .  6 

Columbia  University  in  the  N0014-76-A-0006  1 

city  of  New  York,  the  Oct.  15, 1975. 
tnuteesof. 

Connecticut,  Universiiy  of-.  N00014-76- A-0(Xi6.  1 

Jan.  1.  1976. 


Connecticut  Health  Center,  N00014-76-A-0150. 

University  of.  Jan.  1, 1976. 

Conoell  University,  Ithaca,  N00014-76-A-<)0t4. 

N.Y.  Oct.  15, 1976. 

Dartmouth  College,  Han-  N00014-76-A-0121 . 
over,  N.H.  Dec.  1, 1975. 

Dayton,  University  of . N00014-76-A-0157. 

Apr.  1, 1976. 

Delaware,  University  of . N00014-76-A-0103. 

Oct.  29, 1975. 

Denver,  University  of  N00014-76-A-0125. 

(Colorado  Seminary).  Oct.  1, 1965. 

Drezel  University,  Philadel-  N00014-75-A-0045. 

pbia,  Pa.  Oct.  15, 1975. 

Duke  University,  Durham,  N00014-76-A-0071 . 

N.C.  Oct.  11,  1975. 

Enunanuel  College,  the  N(KK)14-76-.A-0153. 

trustees  of,  Boston,  Mass.  Dec.  12, 197.5. 
Emory  University,  Atlanta,  N00014-76-.A-0061 . 

Ga.  Nov.  8. 1975. 

Florida  A.  4  M.  University,  N00014  76-A-0170. 

Tallaha.ssee,  Fla.  Dec.  19, 1975. 

Florida  Institute  of  Tech-  N0(K)l4-76-.A-0171 . 

nology,  Melbourne,  Fla.  Jan.  1,  1976. 
Florida  State  University,  N00014  76- .5-0082. 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  Oct .  15, 1975. 

Florida,  University  of . N00014-76-A-0060. 

Oct.  8, 1975. 

George  Washington  Uni-  N00014-76-A-0075. 

versity,  Wasbiugton,  D.C.  Oct.  1,  1975. 
Georgetown  IJnivcrsity,  NOl-CG-5-2032... 
Wa.shington,  D.C. 

Do . N000I4  76-A-0076. 

Oct.  1,  1975. 

Georgia  Institute  of  Tech-  N00014  76-A-0092. 

oology,  Atlanta,  Ua.  Nov.  6. 1975. 

Georgia  State  University,  N000H-76-A-O079. 

Atlanta,  Ua.  De»'.  1. 197.5. 

Georgia  Te«'h  Researrh  In-  N00014  76-A-0106 
stitute,  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Georgia,  University  of . 


Nov.  6, 1975. 
N00014-7ff-A-0152. 
Dec.  1.  197.5. 
N00014-76-A-0046. 
Oct.  15.  197.5. 
N000I4  76  A-0028. 


NOOOM  76-A  0164. 
De*'.  1,  1975. 


;  Ilalinemann  Medical  Cen- 
I  ter,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

'  Harvard  CoUm,  president 
;  and  fellows  of,  Cambridge,  Oct.  15,  l'.)75. 

Hawaii,  Universitv  of . N0(X)14  76.5  0008. 

;  Oct.  1,  197.5. 

I  Houston,  University  of,  N00014-76-.5  0068. 

I  Houston.  Tex. 

Howard  University,  Wasli-  N00014-76 A-0077. 

I  ington,  D.C.  Oet.  1,  197.5. 

I  Idaho  Bureau  of  Mines . 

I  (University  of  Idaho). 

I  Idaho,  University  of,  Mos- 
I  cow,  Idaho. 

I.I.T.  Research  Institute 
“fireball  study". 

Illinois,  board  of  trustees  of  N00014-76-A-0009. 

the  University  of.  Oct.  1. 1975. 

Illinois  Medical  Center,  N00614-76-A-0086. 
University  of,  Chicago,  Pet.  1, 1975. 

HI. 

Indiaiui  U  ni versit  y  Founda-  NOOOI 4-76  A-008t) . 
tion,  Bloomington,  Ind.  Oct.  1, 1975. 

Iowa,  University  of . N00014-76A-OOB7. 

Oct.  1, 1975. 

Iowa  State  University  of  NOOOI 4-76 A -017.5. 
Science  and  Technology,  Dei*.  29,  1975. 

Ames,  Iowa. 

John  (^aiToll  University,  NOOOI 4 -76 A -0094. 

Cleveiaod.  Ohio.  Oct.  1,  1975. 

Johns  Hopkiivs  University,  NOOOI 4-76A-O061. 

Baitimore,  Md.  t)ct.  1.5, 1975. 

Kansas  State  University,  N00014-76A-0120. 
.Manhattan,  Kans.  Oct.  1,  1976. 

Kansas,  University  of.. . NOOOI 4r76A-0065 

Oct.  1,  197.5. 

Kentucky  Researrh  Founda-  N00014-76A  -0146. 
lion,  irniversily  of.  Lex-  Oct.  1,  1975. 
ington.  Ky. 

Lel^h  University.  Bethlc- 
beia.  Pa. 

Louisiana  State.  Board  of 
Supi'nrhwrs  of  tuniveraity 
and  agricuRwai  and  nie- 
rluuural  eolli'ge).  Baton 
Rouw,  La. 

Louis^le  Foundation,  Uni- 
vwaity  of.  Louis vW^  Ky. 

Loyola  Univereity,  Chfoagu, 

HI. 

Mai'vlatid,  University  of _ N00014-76.5-00y6. 

Oct.  15,  U75. 

Massachu-setts  General  Hos¬ 
pital. 

Massachusetts  Institute  of  N00014-76A-0049 
Technology,  Cambridge,  Oct.  15, 1975. 

Mass. 

Massachusetts,  Uiiivetsily  of.  N00014-76A-0048- 
•  Oct.  15, 1975. 

Miami,  University  of.  Coral  N00014-76A-0010. 
Gabies,  Fla.  Oct.  15, 1975. 


NOOOI  4-76  A-(XM7. 
Oct.  15,  1975. 

NOOOI  4-76 A  0072. 
th't.  1,  197.5. 


NOOOI  1  76  A  0148. 
Oct.  1.  I97A 
N00014-76A-0175. 
Jan.  1.  1976. 


N06014-76A-m38. 
Dec.  1, 1975. 


Contractar 


Basic  agreement 
No.  and  date 


Mchigan  State  University,  N00014-76A-0087. 
East  Lansing,  Mkb.  Oct.  1, 1975. 


Michigan  Technological 
University,  Houghton, 
Mich. 

Michipan,  the  regents  of  the 
University  of. 

Michigan,  University  of . 

Michigan,  University  of 
(solar  collector). 

Mimiesota,  the  regent  s  of  the 
University  of. 

Minneeota,  U  Diversity  of _ 

Do . 

Mi.ssouri  University  Hall, 
tile  curators  of,  Columbia, 
Mo. 

Montana  State  University, 
Bozeman,  Mont. 

Montana  State  University... 

Moulana,  University  of _ 

National  .Academy  of  Si-i- 
ences,  Wasliington,  D.C. 
Do . 


N90in4-76A-0140. 
Oct.  1, 1975. 


N00014-76A-0011. 
Oct.  1, 1975. 


N00014-76A-0012 
Oct.  1, 1975. 


Code 

1 

1 

1 

3 
13 


N00014-76A  4)070. 
Oct.  1,  1975. 


N00014-76A-0150. 
Dec.  1, 1975. 


N00014-76A-0162. 
Dec.  1, 197.5. 


National  .Academy  of  Sci¬ 
ences  (lire  loads  and  Uve 
loads'. 

Nevt^ia  System,  Universiiy 
of,  Heno,  Nev. 

New  Haniiisliire,  University 

of. 

New  Mexieo  Bureau  of  Mines.. 

New  Mi'xico  Institute  of 
Mining  and  Technology, 
Socorro.  N.  Mez. 

New  Mexico  State  Univer¬ 
sity  Physical  Science  Lab¬ 
oratory,  Las  Crucee,  N. 
Mex. 

New  Mexico,  regejits  of  Uic 
University  of. 

New  York  University,  New 
York.  N.Y. 

New  York  University  Medi¬ 
cal  Center. 

New  York  City  University, 
Rest'arch  Foundation  on 
behalf  of  City  College. 

New  York  State  University, 
Research  Foundation. 

Do . 

North  Carolina  State  Uni- 
veisity  at  Raleigh. 

North  Carolina  at  Chapel 
UlU,  University  of. 

Nortli  Carolina  at  Charlotte, 
UnlversitT  oL 

North  Carolina  at  Wilming¬ 
ton.  University  of. 

North  Dakota,  University 
of. 

Northeastern  University, 
Boston,  Mass. 

Northwestern  University, 
Evanston.  111. 

Notre  Dame  du  Lae,  Uni¬ 
versity  of. 

Nova  University,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla. 

Oakland  University,  Roch¬ 
ester.  Mich. 

Obfo  AgiiruUure  Research 
4  Development  ('enter. 
Division  of  Eiiviroii- 
meiital  Education. 

Ohio  State  University  Re- 
sesurh  Foundation,  C6 
lumbua,  Ohio. 

Oklahosaa  State  Univeisity 
of  Agriculture  4  Awlied 
8ci<'iiee,  Stillwater,  Okla.' 

Oklahoma,  UnivetsHy  of.... 

Old  Dominton  Univenfity 
Research  Foundation, 
Norfolk,  Va. 

Oregon  Graduate  Center.... 

Onion  Oraduafo  CfonSer 
for  Study  4  Reoearch, 
Beaverton,  Oreg. 

Oregon,  I’nlversKyof _ 

Oregon  State  Uifivontty - 

Do . ... 


N00014-76A-(»13. 
Feb.  1,  1976. 


N00014-76.A-OH9. 
Oet.  1, 1976. 
N00OI4-76A-<)a50. 
Oct.  15,  1975. 

NOOoif 764-0031 1 
Oct.  1,  1975. 

NOOOI4-76A-0O32. 
Oct.  1,  1975. 


N00014-76A-0iai. 
Dec.  1, 1975. 
N60M4-76A-6014. 
Oct.  IS,  1975l 
N0t)O14-7»-A-0102. 
Nov.  15,  1975. 
N00014-76A-005ii. 
Oct.  15, 1975. 

N00014-76A-0057. 
Oct.  15, 1975. 


NU6014-76A-0067. 
Oct.  11, 1975. 
N0M)14-76A-0l<n . 
OcL  U,  1975. 
N0U)14-76A-0144. 
Jan.  1. 1976. 
N00914-76-A-01S1 . 
Dee.  1,  1975. 
N00014-T6A-0114. 
Oet.  1, 1975. 
N0«H4-76-A-0051 . 
OcL  15, 1975. 
N60m4-76A-0(I38. 
Oct.  1,  NTS. 
N00014-76A-0143. 
Oct.  1.  1975. 
NQ0014-76-A-0067. 
Doe.  16,  1975. 
N00014-76A-0139. 
Oct.  1, 1975. 


N00014-76-A-063U. 
OcL  1, 1975. 

N(M)014-76A-<U66. 
Oct.  1,  1975. 

N0aei4-76-A-0138. 
Oct.  1,  1975. 
N«)(M4-76-A-0127. 
Dec.  U,  1975. 


N6MI4-76A-016*. 
Dec.  1,1975. 


Oregon  Slate  University, 
the  State  of  Oregon  acting 
by  and  through  the  State 
Department  of  Higher  Ed¬ 
ucation  on  behalf  of, 
Corvallis,  Oreg. 


Memonndum  of 
understanding. 
June  25. 1974. 
N00014-76A-0015. 
Sept.  30, 1975. 
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NOTICES 


roiitruotur 


I'liiversily  of  Orogoo,  the 
State  of  Oregon  actiiw 
and  tlirough  the  State 
Hoard  of  liiiiher  Educa¬ 
tion  on  l>i'half  of,  KuKene, 
Or*'*. 

Pennsylvania  Slate  I’niver- 
sity,  I’liiversity  Park,  Pa. 
Pennsylvania,  the  tiustees 
of  the  I’niversity  of. 
Pittsimnih.  I'niversity  of  ... 

Polyleehnie  Institute  of. 
New  York. 

Portland  State  I'niversity.. 
Princeton  t'ulversity,  the 
Irusti'es  of. 

Puidue  Ko.search  Founda¬ 
tion.  Ht  st  Lafayette,  Ind. 
Kecis  (  olleBe,  Weston.  Mass 

Hensselaer  Polytechnic  In¬ 
stitute,  Troy,  N.Y. 

Hhode  Island,  I'nivcrsity  of 

Williani  Mar.sh  Kicc  t'liiver- 
sii>,  Houston,  Tex. 
K(H-ht'sloi,  I’niversily  of _ 

Kulf!(rs.  the  State  univer¬ 
sity,  New  Hrunswick.  N.J. 
Saint  ladiis  I’niversity _ 

.'^an  Dieyo  State  I'nlversity 
Foundation. 

San  Jrrse  Stale  I'niversity 
Foundation. 

Seattle  I’niversily . 

Sniithsonian  Institution, 
WashinKtoii.  U.C. 
Sinilhsoniaii  Science  Infor¬ 
mation  Excliam.’e,  Inc., 
WashiiiKton,  I).  C. 

South  Dakota  School  of 
Mines  *  Techuolony, 
Kapid  City,  S.  Dak. 

South  Florida,  Cnlversityof. 
Tampa,  Fla. 

Soul  hem  California,  I'ni- 
versity  of,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

Southern  Methodist  Univer¬ 
sity  Research  Administra¬ 
tion.  Dallas,  Tex. 

Leland  Staudford  Junior 
t’niverdty,  the  Board  of 
Trustees  of,  Stanford, 

(  alif. 

Stevens  Institute  of  Tech¬ 
nology,  the  trusU-es  of, 
Holroken,  N.J. 

Syracuse  University,  Syra¬ 
cuse,  N.Y. 

Tennessee,  University  of, 
Knoxville,  Teim. 

Texas  A.  *  M.  Research 
Foundation. 

Texas  Christian  Uuix'ersily, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Texas  Tech  I'niversity, 
Luhlrock,  Tex. 

Texas  System,  University 
of,  Austin,  Tex. 

Thorn  F>ological  Institute,  . 
Denver,  Colo. 

Tufts  I’nlversity,  Medford, 
.Mass. 

Tnlane  University,  New 
Diicans,  La. 

Tuskegr'c  Institute,  Tuske- 
g<‘e,  Ala. 

Union  College,  Schenectady, 
N.Y. 

Utah  State  University, 
Digan.  Utah. 

Do . 


Utaii.  University  of.  Salt 
I,ake  City,  UtaJi. 

^■ermont,  University  of, 
Burlington,  Vt. 

Virginia  Commonwealth 
University,  Richmond, 
\a. 

Virginia  Polytechnic  Insti¬ 
tute  and  State  University, 
Blacksburg,  Va. 

Virginia  State  College, 
Petersburg,  Va. 

Virginia,  the  rector  and  vial- 
tors  of  the  University  of, 
CharlotteeviUe,  Va. 


15137 


Basic  agreeuient 
No.  and  date 


N000l4-7ft-A  OIM. 
I>ec.  1,  197.V 


N(Hl01l-7r.  .\  (xx‘>2. 
t)ct.  15.  H»7.i. 
N(IO(tll-7f.-.V  unit.. 
Oct.  15,  1!»7.5. 
N(Kllll4-7fr,\  tItiVt 
Oct.  15.  197.5. 
NOUU14-7C.-A  (IU5I. 
Oct.  I.'>.  197.5. 

'N(Vl(»i4-7l.-A-(IUl!.- 
Oct.  15.  1975. 
NU0ni4-7fe-A-(IU19. 
Oct.  1,  1975. 
N0U014-7U-A  OlSl. 
July  1,  1971.. 
N(«Xtl4-7i;-A  01X5.5. 
(H-t.  15.  197.5. 
N('(*)11-7U  .\  »»155 
Oct.  15.  1975. 
NUU(tll-7t.-A 
(Kd.  1,  197.5. 
NUOU14-7t'.-.\  0115. 
Oct.  15,  1975. 
NlK»tl4-7t.- A-OOiil. 
Oct.  15,  1975. 
N0001t-7ti-A  Ol.Vi. 
Oct.  1.  1975. 
NUO014-7lr  A  0021. 
Feb.  1.  1970. 
N00014-7(i-A-00(iO. 
Jan.  15,  197ti. 
N00014-7&-A-0078. 
Dec.  10,  1975. 
N0t)014-7t’>-A  012.1. 
Feb.  1. 19»tl. 

FC-tl  ti0221... 


N0001l-7('.-A  IHtJvH. 
Oct.  1,  197.5. 

N00014-76-A  OtHHI- 
Jan.  1, 1970. 
N00014-7t’)-A  0022. 
Oct.  1,  197.5. 

NOOOll  7tr-A  0115. 
Oct.  1.  1975. 

NOOOt4-7(.  A  («*29. 
Nov.  19,  197.5. 


NOOOlt  7rr-A-rtX59 

Oct.  IS.  1975. 

N00014-7f.-A  0151. 
Jan.  1, 1970. 
N00014-7t’eA-0098. 
Oct.  15,  1975. 
N00014-7ti-A-0024. 
Oct.  1. 197.5. 
N00014-7r-A  0109. 
Oct.  1.  197.5. 
N00ni4-7(>-A-O13.5. 
Oct.  1.  1975. 
N00014-7f.-A  0023. 
Oct.  1,  1975. 


N00014-76-A-01.5.5. 
Dec.  1,  1975. 
N00014-76-A-0107. 
Oct.  1.  1975. 
N00014-7I’.-A-0149. 
Dec.  15,  1975. 
N0n014-7f.-A-O12o. 
Jan.  1, 1970. 
NOOOl4-7*'t-A  0100. 
Jan.  1,  1970. 
Meniorandutn  of 
understanding. 
Mar.  14. 1970. 
N00014-76-A-(««3. 
Oct.  1.  1975. 
N00014-70-A-fll34. 
Jan.  1, 1970. 
N00014-70-A-Ot(M. 
Nov.  7,  1975. 

N00014-7f.-A  OOiiO. 
Oct.  15,  1975. 


N00014-76-A-0129. 
Jan.  30, 1970. 
N00014-76-A-002S. 
OcL  15, 1975. 


Code 

1  : 

I 


I 


11 


Contractor  Basic  agreemeat  OMe 

No.  and  date 


Wake  Forest  University 
(Bowman  Oray  School  of 
Medicine),  Winston-Salem, 
N.C. 

Washington  State  Univer¬ 
sity,  Pullman.  Wash. 
l>o . -  . 

Washington  I'niverslly,  St. 
Louis.  Mo. 

Washington.  Univeisity  of. 
tv'attie.  Wadi. 

Washington.  The  Board  of 
Kegeiilsof Hie  University, 
Seattle,  Wasli. 

Wayne  State  Uiuveisily. 
Detroit.  Midi. 

Wciitaorlli  Institute.  Bos¬ 
ton.  .Mass. 

W  est  \  ireiuia  Board  of  Re- 
ceiils  on  Iwlialf  of  West 
\  iivinia  Inixersiij.  .Mor¬ 
gantown.  W,  \  a. 

William  and  .Mary,  t'ollege 
of.  W’illiamsl'uig.  \  a. 

Wisconsin.  University  of. 
Madison,  Wise. 

W  isconsin  System,  Board  of 
Regents ofthe  University. 

Wdrer-sler  I  *oly ledinic  1  nsli- 
lutc.  Won-ester.  Mass. 

Wyoming.  University  of. 
Laruniie.  W  yo. 

5’ale  University.  New  Ha¬ 
ven.  t'unn. 

Yesliiva  Univeisity,  New 
5’ork.  N.V. 


Nn0014-7(i-A-0(»3.  1 

Aug.  1.  1975. 


NtX»ll4-76-A-U091.  1 

tKt.  I.  1975. 


NlXIU14-7ti- .4-4)124. 
Dot.  1.  1975. 


Nixxui  7fr  .4  UfTitl.  1 

Sept.  3tl.  1975.  | 

Ntxxnt  Tt’r  .4-0in,5.  1 

ttet.  1.1975.  I 

NtiUUll-7«’e.4  OlSti.  1  ' 

Jan.  I,  1979.  i 

Nl«Xt11-;fe.4-01<«).  1  , 

ttet.  S.  I97;<.  I 


NiMXIII  79  .4  0110.  '  1  ' 

Nov.  7.  t','75.  I 

3 

NlKXUt  79  .4  Um.  1  ' 

Det.  1.  1975.  I 

NtX»tl4-7reA-012jl.  1 

Jan.  1.  1979.  I 

NUt«)14-79-.4 -41122.  1 

Det.  I.  1975.  •  ! 

NU0014-7feA  <lir27.  1 

Det.  15.  197.5.  I 

N0(Xnt-7CeA  9094).  1 

Det.  15.  1975. 


Note.  —  W  lieie  a  s|ieeilic  tiasie  agieement  number 
and  or  dale  is  died,  the  buying  ollice  .should  verify  its 
eurreiit  applicatiility.  For  a  coi>y  of  or  information  con¬ 
cerning  a  iiarticiilar  Irasic  agrivment,  identify  the  con-  j 
tractor  and  its  code  iiumlHT  and  Irs-ate  the  contact  point  j 
on  attachment  B. 


Attachment  B. — Contact  Points  for  Infor-  ! 

MATION  ON  THE  BASIC  AGREEMENTS  WITH 

Educational  Institutions  anu  Nonprofit  ^ 
Organizations — 1976 

Contact  Points:  Code 

Office  of  Naval  Research  (Code 
611),  BOO  North  Quincy  St., 
Arlington.  Va.  22217,  (202)  692- 


4605 


1 


Mr.  L.  C.  English.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  U.S.  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice — Region  9,  633  West  Wis¬ 
consin  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  Wise. 

53263,  (414  )  224-3641 .  2 

Mr.  Chuck  Cameron,  Department 
of  Agriculture  (Forest  Service), 

Forest  Products  Laboratory,  P.O. 

Box  5130,  Madison,  Wise.  53705, 

(608  )  257-2329 .  3 

Mr.  George  Booras.  Department  of 
Agriculture  (Forest  Service), 

Pacific  Northwest  Station,  P.O. 

Box  3141,  Portland,  Oreg.  97208, 


(503)  234-4816. .  4  j 

Mr.  Robert  Erny,  Department  of  | 

.4grlcuUure  (Forest  Service),  In- 
termountaln  Station,  507  35th  I 

St..  Ogden.  Utah  84401,  (801)  ! 

399-6491  .  5, 

Mr.  Wayne  White,  Department  of 
Agriculture  (Forest  Service).  240 
West  Prospect  St..  F&rt  Collins, 

Colo.  80524,  (303  )  484-6308 _  6 

Mr.  Frederick  J.  Brennan,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health.  Education,  and 


Welfare,  Office  of  the  Secretary. 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  (202) 
245-8791  . - .  7 


Mr.  James  E.  Johnson.  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior.  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  Washington. 

D.C.  20240,  (202  )  343-5914 _  8 

Mr.  Robert  A.  Mlchelltch.  Chief. 
Special  Projects  and  Award  Sec¬ 
tion.  Division  of  Grants  and 
Contracts,  National  Science 
Foundation,  Washington,  D.C. 

20550.  (202)  632-4288 .  9 


Contact  Points :  Cod# 

Mr.  Edward  L.  Halman,  Director. 
Division  of  Contracts,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission, 


Washington.  DC.  20555,  (202) 

427-4460  .  10 

Mr.  R.  P.  Perkins,  Deputy  Director, 

Office  of  Supply  Services.  Smith¬ 
sonian  Institution.  Washington, 

DC.  20560.  (202  )  381-5924 .  11 

Mr.  Thomas  P.  O’Malley,  Assistant 
Director,  Office  of  Administrative 
FTogranis.  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  Washington. 

DC.  20220.  (2021  376-0650 _  ’2 

Mr.  Robert  J.  DiLuchlo.  Execu¬ 
tive  Director.  Public  Buildings 
Services.  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Wa-shlngton,  D.C. 

20405.  (202)  556-0507 .  13 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
PUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

I  Doc.  No.  75N-00071 

CLINICAL  AND  USE  ASPECTS  OF  PER¬ 
FORMANCE  STANDARD  FOR  MICRO- 
WAVE  DIATHERMY 

Meeting 

AGENCY;  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION;  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY;  The  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration.  under  the  authority  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  as  amaided 
by  the  Radiation  Control  for  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1968  (42  U.S.C.  263b  et 
seq.),  will  hold  a  meeting  March  24. 
1977,  to  discuss  the  clinical  and  use  as¬ 
pects  of  the  draft  performance  standard 
for  microwave  diathermy  with  usei-s,  re¬ 
searchers.  and  manufacturers.  This 
meeting  will  address  the  impact  of  the 
draft  performance  standard  on  clinical 
use  of  present  microwave  diathermy  and 
on  future  uses  that  are  presently  under 
investigation.  Specific  topics  include  the 
desirability  and  practicality  of  the  power 
density  leakage  limit  of  5  milliwatts/ 
square  centimeter  and  the  solicitation  of 
other  aspects  of  microwave  diathermy 
that  should  be  incorporated  into  the 
standard.  Selected  government  and  pub¬ 
lic  representatives  have  been  invited  to 
participate  iji  the  meeting. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
to  the  extent  that  space  is  available;  in¬ 
dividuals  who  have  specific  comments 
should  contact  the  Bureau  of  Radiologi¬ 
cal  Health  (address  below)  to  be  placed 
on  the  agenda.  A  draft  agenda  and  a  copy 
of  the  draft  performance  standards  for 
microwave  diathermy  are  also  available 
from  the  Bureau  of  Radiological  Health. 
A  summary  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  upon  request. 

DATE  OF  MEETING:  March  24,  1977, 
9  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m. 

LOCATION  OP  MEETING:  Bureau  of 
Radiological  Health.  Rm.  416,  12720 
Twinbrook  Parkway,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 
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NOTICES 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

G.  D.  Schmidt,  Division  of  Compliance, 
Bureau  of  Radiological  Healtti  (HFX- 
460),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20857,  (301)  443-3426. 

Dated:  March  11,  1977. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
|FR  Doc.77-?803  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


IDoc.  No.  76N -00201 

DRUG  PRODUCT  CONTAINING  URETHAN 

Withdrawal  of  Approval  of  Pertinent  Part  of 
a  Nev.'  Drug  Application 

The  Pood  and  Drug  Administration  is 
withdrawing  approval  of  Profenil  Injec¬ 
tion,  effective  March  28,  1977. 

In  a  notice  (Docket  No.  76N-0C20)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Febru¬ 
ary  27, 1976  (41  FR  8523) ,  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Drugs  offered  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  hearing  on  hLs  proposal  to 
issue  an  order  withdrawing  approval  of 
the  following  drug  product; 

NDA  5-695 ;  that  part  of  the  NDA  per¬ 
taining  to  Profenil  Injection,  containing 
alverine  hydrochloride  as  the  active  in¬ 
gredient  and  ui’ethan  as  an  inactive  in¬ 
gredient.  The  product  is  no  longer 
marketed.  The  NDA  holder  is  Chemical 
Management  Services.  Division  of 
Chemetron  Cbrp.,  Ill  E.  Wacker  Dr.. 
Chicago.  IL  60601. 

The  basis  of  the  proposed  action  v  as 
that  the  drug  product  has  not  been  shown 
to  be  safe  for  use  because  of  the  car¬ 
cinogenic  nature  of  urethan,  which  is  one 
of  the  product’s  inactive  components. 

All  drug  products  that  contain  urethan 
as  either  an  active  or  an  inactive  in¬ 
gredient  or  that  contain  an  ingredient 
related  or  similar  to  urethan  are  subject 
to  this  notice  (21  CPR  310.6*.  Any  per¬ 
son  who  wishes  to  determine  whether  a 
specific  product  is  covered  by  tliis  notice 
should  write  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Bureau  of  Drugs,  Division  of 
Drug  Labeling  Compliance  (HFD-310*, 
5600  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

Neither  the  holder  of  the  application 
nor  any  other  person  filed  a  T^Titten  ap¬ 
pearance  of  election  as  provided  by  said 
notice.  The  failure  to  file  such  an  ap¬ 
pearance  constitutes  election  by  such 
persons  not  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  for  hearing. 

The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  o?'  the  F'ed- 
eral  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
505,  52  Stat.  1052-1053,  as  amended  (21 
UB.C.  355))  and  under  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  him  (21  CFR  5.31)  (recodifica¬ 
tion  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  June  15,  1976  (41  FR  24262)),  finds 
that  tests  by  methods  not  deemed  rea¬ 
sonably  apphcable  when  the  application 
was  syjproved,  evaluated  together  with 
the  evidence  available  when  the  appli¬ 
cation  was  apinoved,  reveal  that  neither 
the  drug  product  nor  its  inactive  com- 
p<ment  urethan  is  shown  to  be  safe  for 


use  under  the  conditions  of^  use  on  the 
basis  of  which  the  application  was  ap¬ 
proved. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
finding,  approval  of  that  part  of  new 
drug  application  no.  5-695  pertaining  to 
Profenil  Injection,  and  all  amendments 
and  supplements  applying  thereto,  is 
withdrawn  effective  March  28,  1977. 

Shipment  in  interstate  commerce  of 
the  above  product  or  of  any  drug  product 
that  contains  urethan  as  either  an  active 
or  an  inactive  ingredient  or  that  con¬ 
tains  an  ingredient  related  or  similar  to 
urethan  (21  CFR  310.6),  not  the  subject 
of  an  approved  new  drug  application, 
will  then  be  unlawful. 

Dated:  March  4, 1977. 

J.  Richard  Crout, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

|FR  Doc.77-7634  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am) 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  FOOD  AND  DRUG 
COMMITTEE 

Request  for  Nomination  of  Members 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  .AdminMra- 
tion. 

ACmON:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  requests  nomi¬ 
nations  for  members  for  the  National 
Advisory  Food  and  Di*ug  Committee. 

DATES:  Nomir»ation.s  mu^it  be  received 
by  April  30, 1977. 

ADDRESSES;  Nominations  should  be 
submitted  to  William  V.  Whitehorn, 
M.D.,  Assistant  Commissioner  for  Pro¬ 
fessional  and  Consumer  Programs 
(HFG-1),  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion.  56C0  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  MD 
20357. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORM. ATION  CON- 
TAcrr: 

Richard  Schmidt,  FDA  Committee 
Management  Office,  (HFS-20),  Food 
and  Ehng  Administration,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857, (301)  443-2765. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
As  of  September  30,  1977,  the  National 
Advisory  Food  and  Drug  Committee  will 
have  four  vacancies. 

The  National  Advisory  Pood  and  Drug 
Committee  reviews  and  evaluates  agency 
programs  and  provides  advice  and  guid¬ 
ance  to  the  Secretary,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (HEW) ; 
the  Assistant  Secretary  far  Health,  and 
the  Commissioner  of  F(x>d  and  Drugs  on 
policy  matters  of  naticmal  significance 
as  they  relate  to  the  statutory  mission 
of  FDA  in  the  areas  of  food,  drugs,  cos¬ 
metics,  medical  devices,  biological  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  electronic  products.  The  com¬ 
mittee  reviews  and  makes  recommenda¬ 
tions  on  Implications  for  grants-in-aid 
for  research  projects  relevant  to  the 
mission  of  FDA  as  required  by  law. 

The  term  of  office  is  4  years.  Members 
shall  be  knowledgeable  in  one  or  more 
of  the  following  Adds:  Biomedical  sci¬ 
ences,  industrial  technology,  education. 


economics,  and  public  affairs.  Members 
of  the  (x>mmittee  are  selected  by  the 
Secretary,  HEW. 

Any  interested  person  may  nominate 
one  or  more  qualified  persons  for  mem¬ 
bership.  A  complete  curriculum  vitae  of 
the  nominee  shall  be  included.  Nomina¬ 
tions  shall  state  that  the  nominee  is 
aware  of  the  nomination,  is  willing  to 
serve  as  a  member  of  the  committee,  and 
appears  to  have  no  confiict  of  hiterest 
that  would  preclude  committee  member¬ 
ship.  Potential  candidates  will  be  asked 
by  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration  to 
provide  detailed  information  concerning 
such  matters  as  financial  holdings,  c  m- 
sultancies,  and  research  grants  or  con¬ 
tracts  in  order  to  permit  evaluatioi.  of 
possible  sources  of  confiict  of  intcre.-t. 

Dated:  March  11, 1977. 

William  P.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissiontr 
for  Compliance. 

I  PR  Doc.77-7804  Filed  3^-17-77;  8:45  I  m) 


IDoc.  No.  770-0063) 

STEPAN  CHEMICAL  CO. 

Withdrawal  of  Petition  for  Affirmation  of 
GRAS  Status 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
<b),  72  Stat.  1785-1786  (21  U.S.C.  348 
<b))).  the  following  notice  is  issued; 
Stepan  Chemical  Co.,  Edens  and  Win- 
netka,  Northfield,  HI.  60093,  has  with¬ 
drawn  without  prejudice  its  petition 
(GRASP  3GC031),  of  which  notice  of 
filing  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  13,  1973  (38  FR 
25462 »,  proposing  that  sodium,  sulfate 
for  use  as  an  ingredient  of  surfactant 
compounds  for  washing  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables  is  generally  recognized  as  safe 
(GRAS). 

Dated:  March  8, 1977. 

Howard  R.  Roberts, 
Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

]FR  Doc.77-7635  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  77D-0011) 

NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  ADMINISTERED  TO 
LACTATING  DAIRY  COWS 

Availabilty  of  Amended  Preclearance 
Guideline 

The  Pood  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA)  announces  the  availability  of  an 
amended  preclearance  guideline  devel¬ 
oped  by  the  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medi¬ 
cine  for  use  in  designing  studies  regard¬ 
ing  the  use  of  animal  drugs  intended  to 
increase  milk  production  or  to  increase 
the  production  of  a  milk  component. 

This  revised  guideline  amends  section 
IKG)  (1)  (b)  (4)  of  the  “Preclearance 
Guidelines  for  Production  Drugs,”  3d 
Edition,  October  1975,  currently  on  dis¬ 
play  with  the  Hearing  Clerk.  The  amend¬ 
ed  guideline,  dated  September  1976,  sets 
forth  suggested  protocols  and  prcxiedures 
to  be  used  in  obtaining  data  adequate  for 
approval  of  such  drugs. 
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Copies  of  the  revised  gukleUne  are 
avaUat:^  lor  public  examination  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk.  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857.  Writ¬ 
ten  requests  for  single  copies  may  be 
sent  to  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion.  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 
Industry  Informaticm  Branch  (HFV- 
226).  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

Dated:  March  11. 1977. 

JOSCPH  P.  HiLE, 
Asiodate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
(FB  Doc.77-7951  PUed  S-17-77;8;46  am] 

TOXICOLOGY  AqVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Request  for  Nomination  of  Members 
AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  requests  nomi¬ 
nations  for  members  for  the  Toxicology 
Advisory  Committee. 

DATES:  Nominations  must  be  received 
by  April  15, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Nominations  should  be 
submitted  to  Jeffrey  A.  Staffa,  PhJ)., 
Office  of  Science  (HFS-50),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  Schmidt.  FDA  Committee 
Management  Office  (HFS-20).  PV>od 
and  Drug  Administration,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857  (301)  443-2765. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
As  of  September  30,  1977,  the  Toxicology 
Advisory  Committee  will  have  three  va¬ 
cancies. 

The  Toxicology  Advisory  committee 
reviews  and  evaluates  all  available  data 
relating  to  evaluation  of  the  safety  of 
chemicals  present  In  food,  drugs,  cos¬ 
metics.  and  medical  devices;  advises  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  con¬ 
cerning  the  safety  of  specific  human 
drugs,  animal  drugs,  color  and  food  ad- 
^tives,  cosmetic  components,  and  com¬ 
ponents  of  devices;  and  recommends  the 
develc^ment  of  standardized  methodolo¬ 
gies  for  the  toxicity  testing  of  such  mate¬ 
rials. 

The  term  of  office  Is  4  years.  Members 
shall  be  knowledgeable  in  cme  or  more 
of  the  following  fields:  Toxicology,  phar¬ 
macology,  and  metabolism  of  chemicals; 
and  carcinogenesis,  mutagenesis,  and 
teratogeneslB  testing. 

Any  Interested  person  may  nominate 
cme  or  more  qualified  persons  for  mem¬ 
bership.  A  complete  currlcultnn  vitae  of 
the  nominee  shall  be  Included.  Nomlna- 
tkMis  shall  state  that  the  nominee  is 
aware  of  the  nomination.  Is  willing  to 
serve  as  a  member  of  the  c<Mxunittee,  and 
appears  to  have  no  conflict  of  Interest 
that  would  preclude  committee  member¬ 
ship.  Potential  candidates  will  be  asked 


by  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  to 
provide  detailed  Information  concerning 
such  matters  as  financial  holdings,  con¬ 
sultancies,  and  research  grants  or  con¬ 
tracts  In  order  to  permit  evaluation  of 
possible  sources  of  conflict  of  Interest. 

Dated:  March  11. 1977. 

Joseph  P.  Hux, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  CompUanee. 

(FR  DOC.77-7B50  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


Health  Services  Administration 

MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  HEALTH 
RESEARCH  , GRANTS  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Public  Law  92-463),  announcement  is 
made  of  the  following  National  Advisory 
body  schedule  to  meet  during  the  month 
of  May  1977: 

Name:  Maternal  And  Child  Health  Research 
Oranta  Review  Committee. 

Date  and  Ume:  May  18-30,  1977,  9:00  am. 
Place:  Conference  Room  B,  Parklawn  Build¬ 
ing.  5600  Flehen  Lane,  RockvlUe,  Md. 
30B57. 

Open:  May  18,  9:00  a.m-10:00  am. 

Closed  for  remainder  of  meeting. 

Purpose:  The  Committee  Is  charged  with  the 
review  ot  all  research  grant  applications  In 
the  program  areas  of  maternal  and  child 
health  administered  by  the  Bureau  of 
Community  Health  Services. 

Agenda:  The  Committee  wUl  be  performing 
review  of  grant  applications  tor  Federal 
assistance.  This  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public  from  9:00  to  10:00  am  May  18 
for  the  Opening  Remarks.  The  remainder 
of  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
for  the  review  of  grant  iq>plleationa.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  In 
section  553b(e)  (8).  TlUe  6,  UB.  Code  and 
the  Determination  by  the  Acting  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Health  Servloes  Administration, 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  93-463. 

Anyone  wishing  to  obtain  a  roster  of 
the  members,  minutes  of  meeting,  or 
other  relevant  information  should  con¬ 
tact  Gerald  D.  LaVeck,  MD.,  Bureau  of 
Community  Health  Services,  Room  7-36, 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20857.  Telephone 
(301)  443-2190. 

Agenda  Items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Dated:  March  11, 1977. 

WiLUAic  H.  Aspden,  Jr., 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Management. 
IFR  Doc.77-7715  Filed  S-17-T7;8:46  am] 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

COMMISSION  FOR  THE  CONTROL  OF 
HUNTINGTON’S  DISEASE  AND  ITS 
CONSEQUENCES 

Amended  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  notice  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Commission  for  the  Control  of  Himtlng- 
ton’s  Disease  and  It’s  Consequences.  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Neurological  and  Com¬ 
municative  Disorders  and  Stroke,  Na¬ 


tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Bethesda, 
Md.  20014,  published  in  the  Feoebal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  February  23, 1977  (42  FR  10901) . 
TThls  meeting  was  scheduled  to  be  held  on 
April  12, 1977,  from  9  ajn.  to  5  pm.  in  the 
Auditorium,  Phalien’s  Ctxnmunity  Men¬ 
tal  Health  Center.  8730  Ald^  Drive. 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90048.  The  date  and 
location  of  this  meeting  has  been 
changed  to  April  15,  1977,  California 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan.  5670  WUshlre 
Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90036.  The  en¬ 
tire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from*  3  p.m.-10  pm.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

Dated:  March  8. 1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.77-8007  FUed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


COMMISSION  FOR  THE  CONTROL  OF 
HUNTINGTON’S  DISEASE  AND  ITS 
CONSEQUENCES 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  (Com¬ 
mission  for  the  Control  of  Huntington’s 
Disease  and  Its  Consequences,  National 
Institute  of  Neurological  and  Communi¬ 
cative  Disorders  and  Stroke.  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  on  May  3,  1977,  In 
the  Gooch  Auditorium.  University  of 
Texas  Health  Sciences  (Center.  5323 
Harry  Hines  Blvd.,  Dallas.  Tex.  75235. 

The  entire  meeting  win  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m..  subject  to 
space  available.  The  purpose  of  the  meet¬ 
ly  is  to  hear  testimony  from  interested 
members  of  the  public.  Persons  who  wish 
to  appear  shaU  file  a  written  statement 
or  detailed  summary  of  remarks  with  the 
Commission  before  5  pm.  on  April  27, 
1977.  The  time  aUotted  to  each  partici¬ 
pant  win  be  determined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  based  upon  the  number  of  Individ¬ 
uals  who  request  an  opporiimity  to  make 
presentations. 

Requests  to  appear  should  be  sent  to; 

Commission  tor  the  Control  of  Huntington’s 
Disease  and  Its  Consequences,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Building  31,  Room 
8A11.  Bethesda.  Md.  30014. 

Dr.  Nancy  S.  Wexler,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor,  CommisBlon  tor  the  Control  of  Himt- 
Ington’s  Disease  and  Its  Consequences. 
NIH,  Building  31,  Room  8A11.  Bethesda. 
Md.  20014  (301)  496-9275,  will  provide 
substantive  program  information. 

Mrs.  Ruth  Dudley,  Chief,  Office  of  Sci¬ 
entific  and  Health  Reports.  NIN(CDS. 
Building  31,  Room  8A02.  Bethesda.  Md. 
20014  .(301)  496-5751,  will  provide  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of 
Commission  members. 

(Cetsilog  of  Fsderal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  18.853,  Natlcmal  Izutltutes  ot 
Health.) 

Dated :  March  8. 1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health, 
[FR  Doc.77-8008  FUed  8-n-77:8:46  axM] 
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NOTICES 


COMMISSION  FOR  THE  CONTROL  OF 
HUNTINGTON’S  DISEASE  AND  ITS 
CONSEQUENCES 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463.  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Ccrni- 
mission  for  the  Control  of  Himtington’s 
Ertsease  and  Its  Consequences.  National 
Institute  of  Neurological  and  Communi¬ 
cative  Disorders  and  Stroke.  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  on  May  10.  1977.  in 
the  Wichita  Public  Library.  223  South 
Main  Street,  Wichita,  KS  67202. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  sub¬ 
ject  to  space  available.  The  purpose  of 
the  meeting  is  to  hear  testimony  from 
interested  members  of  the  public.  Per¬ 
sons  who  wish  to  appear  shall  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  or  detailed  summary  of 
remarks  with  the  Commission  before 
5:00  p.m.  on  May  2.  1977.  The  time  al¬ 
lotted  to  each  participant  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Commission  based  upon 
the  number  of  individuals  who  request 
an  opportunity  to  make  presentations. 
Requests  to  appear  should  be  sent  to: 

Commission  for  the  Control  of  Huntington’s 
Disease  and  Its  Consequences,  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  Building  31,  Room  8A11, 
Bethesda.  MD  20014. 

Dr.  Nancy  S.  Wexler,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor,  Commission  for  the  Control  of  Hunt¬ 
ington’s  Disease  and  Its  Consequences, 
NIH,  Building  31.  Room  8A11,  Bethesda, 
MD  20014  (301)  496-9275,  will  provide 
substantive  program  information. 

Mrs.  Ruth  Dudley,  Chief,  Oflice  of 
Scientific  and  Health  Reports,  NINCDS, 
Building  31,  Room  8A02,  Bethesda,  MD 
20014  (301)  496-5751,  will  provide  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of 
Commission  members. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.852,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Dated:  March  8,  1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
(FR  Doc  77  8009  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


DEVELOPMENTAL  THERAPEUTICS 
COMMITTEE 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  cancel¬ 
lation  of  the  meeting  of  the  Developmen¬ 
tal  Therapeutics  Committee,  Experimen¬ 
tal  Therapeutics  Program,  Division  of 
Cancer  Treatment.  National  Cancer 
Institute,  March  24, 1977,  Blair  Building, 
Room  110,  Silver  Spring,  Maryland 
which  was  published  in  the  P’ederal  Reg- 
gTEB  on  February  24, 1977  (42  FR  10898) . 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health . 

March  14,  1977. 

(TO  Doc.77-8005  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


REPORT  ON  CARCINOGENESIS  BIOASSAY 
OF  DIMETHOATE 

Availability 

Dimethoate  has  been  tested  for  can¬ 
cer-causing  activity  with  rats  and  mice  in 
the  Carcinogenesis  Program,  Division  of 
Cancer  CTause  and  Prevention,  National 
Cancer  Institute.  A  report  is  available  to 
the  public. 

Summary:  A  bioassay  of  the  carcino¬ 
genicity  of  technical-grade  dimethoate 
was  conducted  using  Osbome-Mendel 
rats  and  BCC3F1  mice.  The  test  material 
was  administered  in  feed  to  groups  of  50 
rats  of  each  sex  at  either  of  two  concen¬ 
trations  for  80  weeks,  followed  by  35 
weeks  of  ol^servation.  Initial  doses  were 
not  well  tolerated:  therefore,  they  were 
reduced  during  the  study.  The  “time- 
weighted  average  doses’’  for  rats  were 
155  and  310  ppm  for  males  and  192  and 
384  ppm  for  females.  All  surviving  rats 
were  killed  between  113  and  115  weeks. 

Dimethoate  was  administered  in  feed 
to  groups  of  50  male  and  50  female  mice 
at  two  concentrations.  Female  mice  re¬ 
ceived  diets  containing  250  and  500  ppm 
of  dimethoate  for  80  weeks;  male  mice 
received  the  same  dosage.  However,  high- 
dose  males  were  returned  to  the  control 
diet  at  60  weeks,  and  low-dose  males  at  69 
weeks.  All  surviving  mice  were  killed 
between  93  and  94  weeks. 

Tremors  and  hyperexcitability,  both 
indications  of  dimethoate  toxicity,  were 
observed  in  the  treated  animals.  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  considered  that  the  low -dose 
group  of  rats  and  both  dose  groups  of 
mice  survived  long  enough  to  permit  an 
evaluation  of  carcinogenicity.  Pathologic 
evaluation  revealed  no  statistically  sig¬ 
nificant  increase  in  tumors  associated 
with  dimethoate  treatment  in  either 
species  of  animal,  and  it  is  concluded 
that  there  was  no  carcinogenic  effect  un¬ 
der  the  conditions  of  the  experiment. 

Single  copies  of  the  76-page  report  are 
available  frwn  the  Office  of  Cancer  Com¬ 
munications.  National  Cancer  Institute, 
Building  31,  Room  10A21.  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014. 

(Catalogue  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Numl>er  13.393,  Cancer  Cau-se  and 
Prevention  Research.) 

Dated:  March  7, 1977. 

Donald  S.  Fredrickson. 

Director, 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(PR  Doc  77-8006  Piled  3-17-77:8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health 

PHARMACEUTICAL  REIMBURSEMENT 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463) ,  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  Advisory  Committee 
meeting : 


Name:  Pharmaceutical  Reimbursement  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 

Date  and  time:  April  27,  1977  (9  a.m.  to  5 
p.m.),  AprU  28,  1977  (9  a.m.  to  6  pm.). 
Place:  Conference  Room  5051,  DHEW  North 
Building,  330  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose  of  meeting.  The  Pharmaceu¬ 
tical  Reimbursement  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  was  established  pursuant  to  §  19.4  of 
the  regulations  “Limitations  on  Pay¬ 
ment  or  Reimbursement  for  Drugs’’  (45 
CFR  Part  19) ,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  July  31,  1975  (40  PR  32284). 
The  Committee  advises  the  Pharmaceu¬ 
tical  Reimbursement  Board  (composed 
of  Department  employees)  on  the  ap¬ 
propriateness  of  proposed  Maximum  Al¬ 
lowable  Cost  (MAC)  determinations  sub¬ 
mitted  to  it  by  the  Board,  and  upon  re¬ 
quest  advises  the  Secretary  and  the 
Board  on  general  policies  and  procedures 
of  the  Department  in  reimbursing  or  pay¬ 
ing  the  cost  of  drugs  used  in  Depart-  , 
mentally  funded  programs. 

Proposed  MAC  limitations  on  several 
dosage  forms  and  strengths  of  penicillin 
V  postassium  (penicillin  VK)  and  am- 
picillin  will  be  discussed  at  this  meeting. 
The  Committee  will  review  and  advise 
the  Board  on  the  appropriateness  of  the 
following  MAC  limits: 

1.  Penicillin  VR  tablets,  250  mg,  $.0535  per 
tablet. 

2.  Penicillin  VK  tablets.  500  mg,  $.1025  per 
tablet. 

3.  Penicillin  VK  oral  suspension,  125  mg /See, 
$.0120  per  cc. 

4.  Penicillin  VK  oral  suspen.sion.  250  mg/5cc, 
$.0160  per  cc. 

5.  Amplclllln  oral  suspension,  125  mg.'5cc. 
$.0101  per  cc. 

6.  Ampiclllln  oral  suspension,  250  mg/5cc. 
$.0160  per  cc. 

Public  Comments.  Requests  for  sched¬ 
uled  oral  presentations  to  the  Committee 
on  the  MAC  limits  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Executive  Secretary.  These  re¬ 
quests  will  be  accepted  no  later  than  the 
closing  date  of  April  6.  The  total  avail¬ 
able  time  alloted  for  scheduled  presenta¬ 
tions  will  be  divided  equally  among  per¬ 
sons  requesting  in  advance  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  deliver  a  formal  statement.  Time 
may  also  be  available  for  brief  unsched¬ 
uled  comments.  Written  comments  and 
data  for  Committee  consideration  will 
also  be  accepted  by  the  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  no  later  than  April  6. 

A  summary  report  of  the  written  com¬ 
ments  received  no  later  than  April  6  will 
be  forwarded  to  Committee  members 
prior  to  the  meeting.  All  written  com¬ 
ments  will  be  filed  and  will  be  available 
at  the  meeting  for  consideration.  For  the 
convenience  of  the  Cimimittee,  written 
comments  should  address  any  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  subjects  as  a  separate  report: 
genneral  comments;  economic  justifica¬ 
tion  of  the  MAC  proposal;  and,  quality 
and  bioequivalence  justification  of  the 
MAC  proposal. 

’The  Committee  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public.  Public  attendance  is  limited  to 
space  available. 
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All  commiuilcations  regarding  this 
Committee  should  be  addressed  to  Cart 
T.  DeMarco.  Acting  Executive  Secretary, 
Pharmaceutical  Reimbursement  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee,  OfiQce  of  Quality  Stand¬ 
ards,  Room  16A09,  Parklawn  Building, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville.  Maryland 
20857. 

Dated;  March  15, 1977. 

Carl  T.  DeMarco, 
Acting  Executive  Secretary, 
PharmcLceutical  Reimburse¬ 
ment  Advisory  Committee. 

[FR  Doc.77-8189  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

ASSURANCE  OF  COMPLIANCE  WITH  TITLE 
IX  OF  EDUCATION  AMENDMENTS  OF 
1972 

The  following  document  (HEW  Form 
639-A  (3/77) )  has  been  designated  by 
the  Director,  Office  for  Civil  Rights,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  as  the  Assurance  of  Compliance 
which  must  be  submitted  by  all  appli¬ 
cants  for,  and  recipients  of.  Federal  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  awarded  by  the  De¬ 
partment  and  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  Title  IX  of  the  Education  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1972  (20  U.S.C.  1681  et  seq.) 
The  requirement  that  such  applicants 
and  recipients  submit  this  Assurance  is 
set  forth  in  the  Department’s  regulation 
Implementing  Title  IX,  at  45  CFR  86.4. 
The  form  is  similar  in  content  and  pur¬ 
pose  to  that  used  in  implementing  Title 
VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964.  (See 
45  CFR  80.4.) 

This  form  (HEW  Form  639-A  (3/77)  is 
a  revision  of  a  previous  Assurance  form 
(HEW  Form  639  •  (7/76) )  which  was 
mailed  to  State  school  officers,  superin¬ 
tendents  of  local  education  agencies,  and 
presidents  of  colleges  and  universities  in 
July  1976  for  completion  and  return  by 
September  30,  1976.  Recipients  who  sub¬ 
mitted  an  acceptable  Assurance  (HEW) 
639,  7/76)  are  not  required  to  resubmit 
this  revised  version. 

HEW  Form  639-A  (3/77)  is  essentially 
the  same  as  the  previous  versicwi,  ex¬ 
cept  that  Article  IH,  paragraph  2.  of 
the  Title  IX  Assurance  revised  in  oMer 
to  clarify  the  scope  of  the  recipient’s  ob¬ 
ligation  to  obtain  assurances  from  sub¬ 
grantees.  (contractors,  or  subcontractors, 
Tlie  effect  of  the  revision  is  to  delete 
the  requirement  that  recipients  obtain 
written  assurances  from  subgrantees, 
ctmtractors,  or  subcontractors.  Instead, 
recipients  must  take  reasonable  steps  to 
assure  themselves  that  the  other  entities 
do  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  sex. 

Additional  copies  of  the  Assurance  and 
Explanation  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
the  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Office  for 
Civil  Rights,  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  an(i  Welfare,  S30  Independence 
Avenue  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

Albert  T.  Hamlin, 

Acting  Director. 

Office  for  Civil  Rights. 
llAECH 14. 1977. 


(Fie— ■  reed  eaplenstlon  of  HKW  Fonn 
639  A  (3/77)*  before  completing  this  docu- 
'ment.) 

Pursuant  to  45  CFR  86.4: 


(Name  of  iq>pllcant  or  recipient) 


(Address) 


(Cnty,  SUte,  ZIP  Code) 


(Identifying  code — PICK.  OK,  or  IRS) 

(hereinafter  the  "Applicant”)  gives  this  as¬ 
surance  In  consideration  of  and  for  purpose 
of  obtaining  Federal  education  grants, 
loans,  contracts  (except  contracts  of  Insur¬ 
ance  or  guaranty),  property,  discounts,  or 
other  Federal  financial  assistance  to  educa¬ 
tion  programs  or  activities  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Fxlucatlon,  and  Welfare 
(herelnsifter  the  “Department”),  Including 
payments  or  other  assistance  hereafter  re¬ 
ceived  pursuant  to  applications  approved 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  assurance. 

Asticsa  I — Ttps  or  Institution 
SOBMimNC  AssuasNcs 

A.  The  Applicant  Is  (check  the  folloa'lng 
boxes  where  applicable) : 

1.  (  )  A  State  education  agency. 

2.  (  )  A  local  education  agency. 

3.  (  )  A  publicly  controlled  educational 

Institution  or  organization. 

4.  (  )  A  privately  controlled  educational 

Institution  or  organization. 

6.  (  )  A  person,  organization,  group  or 

other  entity  not  primarily  engaged 
In  education.  If  this  box  Is  checked. 
Insert  primary  purpose  or  activity 
of  Applicant  In  the  space  provided 
below; 

B.  (  )  Claiming  a  religious  exemption 

under  45  CFR  86.12(b).  (If  religious  exemp¬ 
tion  Is  claimed,  attach  statement  by  highest 
ranking  official  of  Applicant  Identifying  the 
specific  provisions  of  45  CFR  Part  86  which 
conflict  with  a  specific  religious  tenet  of 
the  controlling  religious  organization.) 

C.  The  Appllcaiit  offers  one  or  more  of  the 
following  programs  or  activities  (check 
where  applicable) ; 

1.  (  )  Pre-school. 

2.  (  )  Kindergarten.  * 

3.  (  )  Elementary  or  secondary. 

4.  (  )  Oradiute. 

5.  (  )  .Other  (such  as  special  programs 

for  the  handicapped  even  If  pro¬ 
vided  on  the  pre-school,  elemen¬ 
tary  or  secondary  levti).  If  this 
box  Is  checked,  give  brief  descrip¬ 
tion  below: 

6.  (  )  Undergraduate  (Including  junior 

and  community  ocdlegee) . 

7.  Vocational  or  technical. 

8.  Professional. 

Aanci.x  n — Period  or  AssinuNcx 

This  assurance  shall  obligate  the  Appli¬ 
cant  for  the  period  during  which  Federal 
financial  assistance  Is  extended  to  It  by  the 
Department. 

Article  ni — ^Terms  and  Conditions 

The  Applicant  hereby  agrees  that  It  will; 

1.  Comply,  to  the  extent  applicable  to  It. 
with  Title  ES  of  the  Education  Amendments 
of  1972  (Pub.  L.  92-318),  u  amended,  20 


iHEW  Form  639  A  (8/77).  This  form 
supersedes  HEW  Form  639  (7/76).  HEW  Form 
689  (7/76)  submitted  prior  to  this  revlskm 
are  valid  and  recipients  need  not  submit  a 
new  assurance. 


UJ5.C.  1681,  1682,  1683,  and  1685  (hereinafter, 
"Title  IX”),  and  all  applicable  requirements 
Imposed  by  or  pursuant  to  the  Department's 
regulation  issued  pursuant  to  Title  EX,  45 
CFR  Part  86  (hereinafter,  “Part  86”),  to  the 
end  that.  In  accordance  with  Title  EX  and 
Part  86.  no  person  In  the  United  States  shall, 
on  the  basis  of  sex,  be  excluded  from  par- 
ticlpatloa  In,  be  denied  the  benefits  of.  or 
be  otherwise  subjected  to  discrimination 
under  any  education  program  or  activity  for 
which  the  Applicant  receives  or  benefits 
from  Federal  financial  assistance  from  the 
Department.  (This  assurance  does  not  ap¬ 
ply  to  sections  9(M  (proscribing  denial  of  ad¬ 
mission  to  course  of  study  on  the  basis  of 
blindness)  and  906  (amending  other  laws) 
of  Title  EX.  20.  UB.C.  1684  and  1686.) 

2.  A.ssiure  itself  that  all  contractors,  sub¬ 
contractors.  subgrantees  or  others  with  whom 
it  arranges  to  provide  services  or  benefits  to 
Its  students  or  employees  In  conpectlon  with 
Its  education  program  or  activity  are  not 
discriminating  on  the  basis  of  sex  against 
these  students  or  employees. 

3.  Make  no  transfer  or  other  conveyance 
of  title  to  any  real  or  personal  property  which 
was  purchased  or  Improved  with  the  aid  of 
Federal  financial  assistance  covered  by  this 
assurance,  and  which  la  to  continue  to  be 
used  for  an  education  program  or  activity 
and  where  the  Federal  share  of  the  fair  mar¬ 
ket  value  of  such  property  has  not  been  re¬ 
funded  or  otherwise  properly  accounted  for 
to  the  Federal  government,  without  securing 
from  the  transferee  an  assurance  of  compli¬ 
ance  with  Title  IX  and  Part  86  satisfactory 
to  the  Director  and  submitting  such  assur¬ 
ance  to  the  Department. 

4.  Submit  a  revised  assurance  within  30 
days  after  any  Information  contained  In  thts 
assurance  becomes  Inaccurate. 

5.  If  the  Applicant  Is  a  state  education 
agency,  submit  reports  In  a  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Director  under  45  CFR  80.6(b) 
as  to  the  compliance  with  Title  IX  and  Part 
86  of  local  education  agencies  or  other  edu¬ 
cation  programs  or  activities  within  its 
Jurisdiction. 

Arttcli  IV — Designation  or  Responsible 

Emflotee  and  Adoption  or  Orievanck  Pro¬ 
cedures  (Check  the  Appropriate  Box) 

A.  1.  (  )  Pursuant  to  45  CFR  86.8,  the 

Applicant  has  adopted  grievance  procedures 
and  designated  the  following  employee  to 
coordinate  Its  efforts  to  comply  with  Part  86 
and  has  notified  all  of  Its  students  and  em¬ 
ployees  of  these  grievance  procedures  and 
the  following  name,  address  .and  telephone 
number  of  the  designated  employee; 

2  . 

(Name  of  employee) 

3  . . . . 

(Office  address) 

4  . . . . . 

(Telephone  number) 

B.  1.  (  )  The  Applicant  Is  not  presently 

receiving  Federal  financial  assistance  subject 
to  Part  86  and.  consequently,  has  not  desig¬ 
nated  a  responsible  employee  or  adopted 
grievance  procedures  pursuant  to  45  CFR 
86.8  but  wfil  do  so  Immediately  upon  award 
of  such  assistance  and  will  Immediately  no¬ 
tify  the  Director,  Its  students  and  employees 
of  the  name,  office  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  employee  so  designated. 

Aeticls  V — SELr-KvALUATioN  (Check  the 
Approfbiatb  Box) 

A.  (□)  The  Applicant  has  completed  a  aelf- 
evaluatlon  as  required  by  48  CFR  88JI(e)  A»wf 
has  not  found  It  neceaeary  to  modify  any  of 
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its  policies  and  practices  or  to  take  any  re¬ 
medial  steps  to  come  into  compliance  with 
Part  86. 

B.  (□)  The  Applicant  has  completed  a 
self-evaluation  as  required  by  46  CFR  86.3(c) 
and  has  ceased  to  carry  out  any  policies  and 
practices  which  do  not  or  may  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  Part  86  and  is  taking  any 
necessary  remedial  steps  to  eliminate  the 
effects  of  any  discrimination  which  resulted 
or  may  have  resulted  from  adherence  to  such 
policies  and  practices. 

C.  (□)  The  Applicant  has  not  completed 
the  self-evaluation  required  by  46  CPR  86.3 
(c»  but  expects  to  have  it  completed  by 


(Insert  date) 

D  (□)  The  Applicant  is  not  required  to 
conduct  a  self-evaluation  under  45  CPR  86.8 
since  it  did  not  receive  any  Federal  financial 
a.sslstance  to  which  Part  86  applies  prior  to 
July  21,  1976. 

Date: _ 


<  Insert  name  of  applicant) 
By 


(This  document  must  be  signed 
by  an  official  legally  authorized 
to  contractually  bind  the  ap¬ 
plicant) 


(Insert  title  of  authorized  official) 

E-khlanation  of  hew  Form  639  A  (3/77), 
Entitled  "Assurance  of  Compuancb  With 
Title  IX  of  the  Education  Amendments 
OF  1972  AND  the  Regulation  of  the  De¬ 
partment  OP  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare  in  Implementation  Thereof” 

Section  901  of  Title  IX  of  the  Education 
.Amendments  of  1972  provides  that  no  person 
shall,  on  the  basis  of  sex.  be  excluded  from 
participation  in,  be  denied  the  benefits  of, 
or  be  subjected  to  discrimination  under  any 
education  program  or  activity  receiving  Fed¬ 
eral  financial  assistance.  Section  902  of  Title 
IX  authorli'.es  and  directs  the  Department 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  (herein¬ 
after  the  “Department”)  to  effectuate  the 
nondiscrimination  requirements  of  section 
901  by  Issuing  rules,  regulations,  and  orders 
of  general  applicability.  Pursuant  to  section 
902,  the  Department  has  issued  46  CFR  Part 
86  (hereinafter  “Part  86”)  which  became  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  21,  1976. 

Section  86.4  of  Part  86  requires  that  every 
application  for  Federal  financial  assistance 
for  any  education  program  or  activity  shall, 
as  a  condition  of  its  approval,  contain  or  be 
accompanied  by  an  assurance  from  the  ap¬ 
plicant  satisfactory  to  the  Director  of  the 
Office  for  Civil  Rights  (hereinafter  the  "Di¬ 
rector”)  that  each  education  program  or  ac¬ 
tivity  operated  by  the  applicant  and  to  which 
Title  IX  of  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1972  and  Part  86  apply  will  be  operated  in 
compliance  with  Part  86. 

Section  86.4  also  provides  that  the  Director 
will  specify  the  form  of  the  assurance  re¬ 
quired  and  the  extent  to  which  such  as¬ 
surance  will  be  required  of  the  applicant’s 
subgrantees,  contractors,  subcontractors, 
transferees,  or  successors  in  interest.  Under 
this  authority,  HEW  Varm  639  A,  (3/77)  has 
been  specified  as  the  form  of  assurance  which 
shall  apply  to  all  recipients  of  and  applicants 
fev  Federal  financial  assistance  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  Title  IX  and  awarded  by 
the  Department. 


HEW  Form  639  A.  (8/77)  constitutes  a  le¬ 
gally  enforceable  agreement  to  conqily  with 
Title  IX  and  all  of  the  requirements  of  Part 
86.  .^pllcants  are  urged  to  read  Part  86  and 
the  accompanying  preamble.  The  obligation 
Imposed  by  Title  IX  and  Part  86  are  inde¬ 
pendent  of,  and  do  not  alter,  the  obligation 
not  to  discriminate  on  the  basis  of  sex  im¬ 
posed  by  Title  vn  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964  (20  U.S.C.  20<X>e  et  seq.);  Executive 
Order  11246,  as  amended;  sections  799A  and 
865  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42 
UR.C.  295h-9  and  298b-2);  and  the  Equal 
Pay  Act  (29  U.S.C.  206  and  206  (d) ). 

PERIOD  OF  ASSURANCE 

HEW  Form  639  A,  (3/77)  is  binding  on  a 
recipient  for  a  period  during  which  Federal 
financial  assistance  is  extended  to  it  by  the 
Department.  With  respect  to  Federal  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  used  to  aid  in  the  purchase 
or  Improvement  of  real  ot  personal  property, 
such  period  shall  include  the  time  during 
which  the  real  or  personal  property  is  used 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  an  education 
program  or  activity.  A  recipient  may  transfer 
or  otherwise  convey  title  to  real  and  personal 
property  purchased  or  improved  with  Federal 
financial  assistance  so  long  as  such  transfer 
or  conveyance  is  consistent  with  the  laws 
and  regulations  under  which  the  recipient 
obtained  the  property  and  it  has  obtained  a 
properly  executed  HEW  Form  639  A,  (3/77) 
from  the  party  to  whom  it  wishes  to  transfer 
or  convey  the  title  unless  the  property  in 
question  is  no  longer  to  be  used  for  an 
education  program  or  activity  or  the  Federal 
share  of  the  fair  market  value  of  such  prop¬ 
erty  has  been  refunded  or  otherwise  properly 
accounted  for  the  the  Federal  government. 

An  applicant  or  recipient  which  has  sub¬ 
mitted  an  HEW  Form  639  A,  (3/77)  to  the 
Director  need  not  submit  a  separate  form 
with  each  grant  application  but  may,  if  the 
information  contained  therein  remains  ac¬ 
curate,  simply  Incorporate  by  reference.  HEW 
Form  639  A,  (3/77),  giving  the  date  it  was 
submitted.  On  the  other  hand,  a  revised  HEW 
Form  639  A,  (3/77)  must  be  submitted 
within  30  days  after  information  contained 
in  the  submitted  form  becomes  inaccurate, 
even  if  no  additional  financial  assistance  is 
being  sought. 

OBLIGATION  OF  RECIPIENT  TO  OBTAIN 
ASSURANCES  FROM  OTHERS 

As  indicated  in  Article  III,  paragraph  2, 
of  the  Assurance,  if  a  recipient  subgrants  to, 
or  contracts,  subcontracts,  or  otherwise  ar¬ 
ranges  with  an  individual,  organization,  or 
group  to  assist  in  the  conduct  of  an  educa¬ 
tion  program  or  activity  receiving  Federal 
financial  assistance  from  the  Department  or 
to  provide  services  in  connection  with  such 
a  program  or  activity,  the  recipient  continues 
to  have  an  obligation  to  ensure  that  the 
education  program  or  activity  is  being  ad¬ 
ministered  in  a  nondlscriminatory  manner. 
(See  45  CFR  86.31.)  Accordingly,  the  recipi¬ 
ent  must  take  reasonable  steps  to  ensure 
that  the  individual,  organization,  or  group 
in  question  is  complying  with  Title  IX  and 
Part  86.  These  steps  may  Include,  but  do  not 
necessarily  require,  obtaining  assurances  of 
compliance  from  such  subgrantees,  contrac¬ 
tors,  and  subcontractors  in  the  form  of,  or 
modeled  on,  the  HEW  Form  639A,  (3/77), 
These  steps  do  require,  however,  such  activi¬ 
ties  as  may  be  reasonably  necessary  to  mon¬ 
itor  the  compliance  of  these  subgrantees, 
contractors,  or  subcontractors,  regardless  of 
whether  they  have  submitted  assurances  to 
Ahe  recipient.  If  a  recipient  is  unable  to 
assure  itself  that  any  contractor,  subcon¬ 
tractor,  subgrantee,  or  other  individual  or 
group  with  whom  it  arranges  to  provide  serv¬ 
ices  or  benefits  to  its  students  and  em¬ 


ployees  does  not  discriminate  on  the  basis  of 
sex  as  described  in  Part  86,  the  recipient  may 
not  initiate  or  continue  contracts,  subcon¬ 
tracts,  or  other  arrangements  with  that  in¬ 
dividual  or  group  or  make  subgrants  to  it. 

ADMINISTRATIVELT  SEPARATE  UNITS 

If  an  educational  institution  is  composed 
of  more  than  one  administratively  separate 
luilt,  a  separate  HEW  Form  639  A,  (3/77)  may 
be  submitted  for  each  imlt  or  one  may  be 
submitted  for  the  entire  institution.  If  sepa¬ 
rate  forms  are  submitted,  the  administra¬ 
tively  separate  unit  for  which  the  form  is 
submitted  should  be  clearly  identified  in  the 
first  line  of  HEW  Form  639  A,  (3/77).  An 
"administratively  separate  unit”  is  defined 
as  a  school,  department  or  college  of  an  edu¬ 
cational  institution  (other  than  a  local  edu¬ 
cational  agency)  admission  to  which  is  in¬ 
dependent  of  admission  to  any  other  compo¬ 
nent  of  such  institution.  See  45  CFR  86.2 (o) . 

STATE  EDUCATION  AGENCIES 

State  education  agencies  are  generally  not 
re^onsible  for  running  pre-school,  kinder¬ 
garten,  elementary  or  secondary  programs 
Such  responsibility  is  generally  left  to  local 
education  agencies  although  some  supervi¬ 
sory  authority  may  be  vested  with  the  state 
education  agency.  Consequently,  most  state 
agencies  should  not  check  the  boxes  for  "Pre¬ 
school,”  “Kindergarten,”  or  “Elementary  or 
Secondary”  in  Article  I  of  HEW  Form  639  A, 
(3/77).  If  the  state  agency  runs  special  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  handicapped,  including  those 
on  the  pre-school,  kindergarten,  elementary, 
or  secondary  level,  the  box  marked  “Other” 
should  be  checked  and  the  appropriate  de¬ 
scription  inserted  in  the  space  provided. 

Under  Article  III,  paragraph  5,  of  HEW 
Form  639 A,  (3/77)  a  state  education  agency 
may  be  called  upon  from  time  to  time  to 
submit  reports  necessary  to  determine  Title 
IX  compliance  by  local  education  agencies 
within  its  jurisdiction.  The  form  and  content 
of  such  reports  will  be  specified  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  at  the  time  the  request  is  made. 

RELIGIOUS  EXEMPTION 

Applicants  or  recipients  which  are  educa¬ 
tional  institutions  controlled  by  a  religious 
organization  are  not  covered  by  Part  86  to 
the  extent  that  application  of  Part  86  would 
be  inconsistent  with  the  religious  tenets  of 
the  controlling  religions  organization. 

Section  86.12  of  Part  86  requires  an  in¬ 
stitution  seeking  an.  exemption  to  submit  a 
written  statement  to  the  Director  identify¬ 
ing  the  provisions  of  Part  86  which  conflict 
with  a  specific  tenet  of  the  controlling 
religious  organization.  Such  a  statement 
must  be  signed  by  the  highest  ranking  of¬ 
ficial  of  the  educational  institution  claiming 
the  exemption.  An  applicant  or  recipient 
claiming  an  exemption  is  not  relieved  of  its 
obligations  to  comply  with  that  portion  of 
Part  86  not  specified  in  its  statement  to  the 
Director  as  being  Inconsistent  with  the  tenets 
of  the  controlling  religious  organization. 

Although  86.12  Imposes  no  time  restrictions 
when  a  recipient  or  applicant  may  claim  an 
exemption,  applicants  or  recipients  are  urged 
to  make  such  claims  when  they  initially  sub¬ 
mit  HEW  Form  639  A,  (3/77)  by  checking 
the  appn^riate  box  in  Article  I  of  HEW  Form 
639  A,  (3/77)  and  attaching  thereto  the  state¬ 
ment  required  by  86.13(b) .  Such  an  approach 
will  avoid  misunderstandings  on  the  part  of 
both  the  Department  and  the  iqiplicant  or 
recipient  as  to  what,  if  any,  action  is  required 
under  Part  86. 

An  applicant  or  recipient  will  normally  be 
considered  to  be  controlled  by  a  religious  or¬ 
ganization  if  one  or  m<MW  of  the  following 
conditions  prevail: 

(1)  It  is  a  school  or  department  of  divin¬ 
ity;  or 
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(2)  It  requires  its  faculty,  students  or  em¬ 
ployees  to  be  members  of,  or  othwwls* 
espouse  a  personal  belief  In,  the  religion  of 
the  organization  by  which  it  claims  to  be 
controlled;  or 

(3)  Its  charter  and  catalog,  or  other  oflB- 
clal  publication,  contains  explicit  statement 
that  It  is  controlled  by  a  religious  organiza¬ 
tion  or  an  organ  thereof  or  Is  committed  to 
the  doctrines  of  a  particular  religion,  and  the 
members  of  Its  governing  body  are  appointed 
by  the  controlling  religious  organization  or 
an  organ  thereof,  and  It  receives  a  significant 
amount  of  financial  support  from  the  con¬ 
trolling  religious  organization  or  an  organ 
thereof. 

The  term  "school  or  department  of  divin¬ 
ity"  means  an  institution  or  a  department 
or  branch  of  an  Institution  whose  program 
is  specifically  for  the  education  of  students 
to  prepare  them  to  become  ministers  of 
religion  or  to  enter  upon  some  other  religious 
vocation,  or  to  prepare  them  to  teach  theo¬ 
logical  subjects.  (This  definition  Is  adopted 
from  section  1201(1)  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  P.L.  89-329.) 

[FR  Doc.77-8207  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Education 

BILINGUAL  EDUCATION  PROGRAM 

Extension  of  Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of 
Applications  for  Fiscal  Year  1977 

A.  Extended  closing  date.  Notice  Is 
hereby  given  that  the  February  15,  1977 
deadline  for  filing  applications  for 
awards  for  State  educational  agency 
technical  assistance  programs  under  the 
Bilingual  Education  Program  as  author¬ 
ized  by  section  721(b)  (3)  of  the  Bilingual 
Education  Act  (20  U.S.C,  880b-7(b)  (3) ), 
and  as  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
at  41  FR  54818  on  Dec«nber  15,  1976, 
is  extended  to  4:00  p.m.,  Washington, 
D.C.  time,  April  6,  1977.  Applicants  who 
have  already  filed  such  applications  will 
be  permitted  (but  are  not  required)  to 
review,  revise,  and  refile  their  applica¬ 
tions  by  the  extended  deadline. 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  OfBce  of  Education  Application  Con¬ 
trol  Center  on  or  before  April  6.  1977. 

B.  Application  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  should  be  addressed 
as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 
Grant  and  Procurement  Management 
Division,  Application  Control  Center, 
400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington. 
D.C. 20202;  Attention  13.403H,  State  Edu¬ 
cational  Agency  Technical  Assistance 
Programs.  An  application  sent  by  mail 
will  be  considered  to  be  received  on  time 
by  the  Application  Control  Center  if : 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
April  1,  1977,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the*  wrapper 
or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mail 
rooms  in  Washington.  D.C  In  establish¬ 
ing  the  date  of  receipt  the  Commissioner 
will  reply  on  the  time-date  stamp  of  such 
mail  rooms  or  other  d(x:umentary  evi¬ 
dence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 


c.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
Application  Control  Center.  Roc»n  5673, 
R^ional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  and 
D  Streets.  S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  Hand 
delivered  applications  will  be  accepted 
daily  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m..  Washington,  D.C.  time,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  Federal  hoUdays. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  after 
4:00  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

D.  Other  information.  Other  informa¬ 
tion  published  in  the  December  15,  1976 
Notice  is  unchanged.  (41  FR  54818.) 

(20  U.S.C.  880b-7(b)(3).) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.403,  Bilingual  Education  Pro¬ 
gram.) 

Dated:  March  14,  1977. 

William  F.  Pierce, 

Acting  U.S.  Commissioner 

of  Education. 

IFR  Doc.77-8282  Filed  3-17-77; 8: 45  am) 


ENVIRONMENTAL  EDUCATION 
PROGRAM 

Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Amendments — 
Fiscal  Year  1977 

On  December  1.  1976,  a  notice  of  dos¬ 
ing  date  for  the  receipt  of  grant  applica¬ 
tions  for  the  Environmental  Edacatlon 
Program  (20  UB.C.  1531-1536;  45  CFR 
Part  183)  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (41  FR  52721).  The  notice 
established  a  closing  date  of  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  1977. 

1.  Applications  under  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Education  Program  are  subject 
to  the  clearinghouse  procedures  required 
by  OMB  Circular  A-95.  A  number  of  ap¬ 
plications  which  were  received  by  the 
February  23,  1977  closing  date  have 
failed  to  provide  clearinghouse  com¬ 
ments  with  their  applications  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Circular  A-95.  The  Circular 
requires  that  applications  must  be  re¬ 
turned  to  the  applicants  to  fulfill  the 
requirements  (41  FR  2051,  January  13, 
1976,  Part  1,  Paragraph  6.b.). 

2.  The  regulations  for  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Education  Program  (45  CFR 
Part  183.31(c))  in  accordance  with  the 
statute,  also  (a)  require  each  local  edu¬ 
cational  agency  (LEA)  applicant  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  copy  of  its  application  to  the  State 
educational  agency  (SEA)  of  the  State 
within  which  the  applicant  was  located 
concurrently  with  its  submission  of  the 
application  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion;  (b)  require  the  LEA  to  indicate  in 
writing  that  the  application  has  been 
submitted  to  the  SEA;  and  (c)  provide 
that  the  SEA  have  opportunity  to  review 
and  comment  on  the  proposal.  A  number 
of  applications  received  by  the  Febru¬ 
ary  23.  1977  closing  date  do  not  Indicate 
any  submission  to  the  SEA. 

3.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  each  applicant  under  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Education  Program  which  did 
not  meet  the  clearinghouse  requirements 
of  OMB  Circular  A-95  an  opportunity  to 
do  so.  and  to  provide  LEAs,  which  have 
not  done  so,  an  opportunity  to  indicate 


submission  of  their  applications  to  ap¬ 
propriate  SEAs. 

4. (a)  With  respect  to  complying  with 
clearinghouse  requirements  an  applicant 
must  provide  the  Office  of  Education 
with:  (i)  its  identifier  number,  if  one  has 
been  assigned;  (ii)  if  no  number  has  been 
assigned,  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
the  proposal  has  been  submitted  to  the 
clearinghouse,  where  it  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted,  and  the  current  status  of  review, 
(iii)  in  lieu  of  either,  a  copy  of  the  trans¬ 
mittal  letter  to  the  clearinghouse,  or  (iv) 
the  clearinghouse  comments,  if  available. 

(b)  With  respect  to  applications  sub¬ 
mitted  by  LEAs  to  SEAs  for  review  and 
comment,  a  LEA  must  submit  to  the 
Office  of  Education  a  copy  of  the  dated 
cover  letter  used  to  forward  a  copy  of 
the  LEA’S  application  to  the  SEA  (or 
comparable  indication  of  such  submis¬ 
sion  to  the  SEIA).  If  the  LEA  has  not 
already  submitted  a  copy  of  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  the  appropriate  SEA,  it  shall  do 
so  no  later  than  the  day  on  which  it 
submits  it  application  amendment  to  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

(c)  Verifying  documentation  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  above  requirement  must 
be  received  by  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Application  Control  Center,  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20202  on  or  before  March  25,  1977.  The 
copy  of  the  cover  letter  or  other  verifica¬ 
tion  is  referred  to  hereinafter  as  the 
“amendment”  to  the  application. 

A.  Amendments  sent  by  mail.  An 
amendment  sent  by  mail  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion.  Application  Control  Center.  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW,  Washington. 
D.C.  20202,  Attention:  13.552.  An  amend¬ 
ment  sent  by  mail  will  be  considered  to 
be  received  on  time  by  the  Application 
Control  Center  if: 

( 1 )  The  amendment  was  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
March  21,  1977,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper 
or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  amendment  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
mailrooms  in  Washington.  D.C.  In  estab¬ 
lishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date 
stamp  of  such  mail  rooms  or  other  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence  of  receipt  maintained 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education 
and  Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation. 

B.  Hand  delivered  amendments.  An 
amendment  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 
Application  Control  Center,  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  Three.  7th  and 
D  Streets  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  Hand 
delivered  amendments  will  be  accepted 
daily  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m.,  Washington,  D.C.  time  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  F^eral  holidays. 
Amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
4:00  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

C.  Cut-off  date  for  receipt  of  clearing¬ 
house  and  SEA  comments.  ITie  cut-off 
date  for  receipt  of  advice  and  comments 
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from  clearinghouses  and  SEA’s  is  April 
21,  1977.  Advice  and  comments  received 
frmn  SEA’s  and  clearinghouses  no  later 
than  April  21.  1977  will  be  considered  by 
the  Office  of  Education  in  reviewing 
applications. 

D.  Forms  for  amendment.  There  are 
no  forms  for  the  amendment.  To  facili¬ 
tate  retiew,  the  applicant  is  asked  to 
identify  in  a  cover  letter  the  Application 
Control  Number  for  its  FY  1977  applica¬ 
tion. 

E.  Other  amendments.  No  other 
amendments  to  applications  are  being 
accepted. 

(20  XJ.S.C.  1531-1536;  45  CFB  Part  183) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.522;  Environmental  Education 
Program) 

i  Dated:  March  14,  1977. 

William  P.  Pierce. 

Acting  U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 
[FR  Doc.77-8283  FUed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


FOLLOW  THROUGH  PROGRAM 

Extension  of  Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of 
Applications  for  Fiscal  Year  1977 

A.  Extended  Closing  Date.  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  February  3,  1977 
deadline  for  filing  applications  for  grants 
or  contracts  for  Technical  Assistance  to 
Follow  Through  projects  under  the  Fol¬ 
low  Through  Program  as  authorized  by 
Title  V,  Parts  B  and  C  of  the  Economic 
Opportunity  Act  as  amended  by  section 
8(a)  of  Pub.  L.  93-644  (  42  U.S.C.  2929 
et.  seq.)  as  published  in  the  Fesebal 
Register  at  41  FR  56859  on  December  30. 
1976,  is  extended  to  4:00  p.m.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  time,  March  25,  1977.  Appli¬ 
cants  w'ho  have  already  filed  such  appli¬ 
cations  will  be  permitted  (but  are  not 
required)  to  review,  revise,  and  refile 
their  applications  by  the  extended  dead¬ 
line. 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  Application  Con¬ 
trol  Center  on  or  before  March  25,  1977. 

B.  Applications  Sent  bp  Mail.  An 
application  sent  by  mail  should  be 
addressed  as  follows :  U.S.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation,  Grant  and  Procurement  Manage¬ 
ment  Division,  Application  Contrcd  Cen¬ 
ter,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20202;  Attention;  13.433. 
An  application  sent  by  mail  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  received  on  time  by  the 
Application  Control  Center  if ; 

(1)  The  application  W'as  sent  by  regis¬ 
tered  or  certified  mail  not  later  than 
March  21,  1977,  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper 
or  envelwe,  ot  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  application  is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Educatlcm  mail 
rooms  in  Washington,  D.C.  In  establish¬ 
ing  the  date  of  receipt  the  Commissioner 
will  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp  of  such 
mail  rooms  or  other  documentary  evi¬ 
dence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Hefdth,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 


C.  Hand  Delivered  Applications.  An 
application  to  be  hand  ddlvered  must  be 
t^en  to  the  U.8.  Office  of  Education  Ap¬ 
plication  Contnd  Center,  Rooin-5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  Three,  Ttti  and 
D  Streets  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 
Hand  delivered  api^catlons  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  daily  between  the  hours  of  8:00 
a.m.  and  4:00  pm.,  Washlngt<m,  D.C. 
time,  except  Saturdays,  Ekmdays,  or  Fed¬ 
eral  holidasrs.  AiH>llcatlons  will  not  be 
accepted  after  4:00  p.m.  on  the  closing 
date. 

D.  Other  Information.  Other  informa¬ 
tion  published  in  the  December  30,  1976 
Notice  is  imchanged  (41  FR  56859) . 

(42  UB.C.  et  seq.) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.433  Follow  TTirough  Program.) 

Dated:  March  14, 1977. 

William  F.  Pierce, 

Acting  U.S.  Commissioner 
of  Education. 
IFB  Doc.77-8284  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNaL  ON 
BILINGUAL  EDUCATION 

Meeting 

AGENCY:  National  Advisory  Council  on 
'Bilingual  Education. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  proposed  agenda  of  forth¬ 
coming  meetings  and  public  hearing  of 
the  National  Advisory  Council  on  Bi¬ 
lingual  Education.  It  also  outlines  the 
procedures  to  be  observed  during  the 
public  hearing.  Notice  of  these  meetings 
Is  required  under  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (5  UB.C.  Appendix  1,  10 
(a)  (2) ) .  This  document  is  intended  to 
notify  the  general  public  of  their  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  attend. 

DATES:  April  3, 1977  Executive  Commit¬ 
tee  Meeting  8:00  pm.-9:00  pm.;  Aixll  4, 
1977  Business  Meeting  9:00  am.-4:30 
pm.;  April  5.  1977  Public  Hearings  9:00 
am.-4:30  p.m.;  April  6,  1977  Committee 
Meetings  9:00  a.m.-3:30  pm. 

ADDRESS:  Hyatt  Regency  New  Orleans, 
500  Poydras  Plaza,  New  Orleans,  Louisi¬ 
ana  70140. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dr.  John  C.  Molina,  Director,  Office  of 
Bilingual  Eklucation,  Reporter’s  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  421,  Office  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202,  (202-245-2600). 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  Bi¬ 
lingual  Education  Is  established  xmder 
Section  732(a)  of  the  Bilingual  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  (20  UB.C.  880b-ll)  to  advise 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  and  the  Commissioner  of  Edu¬ 
cation  concerning  matters  arising  In  the 
administration  of  the  Bilingual  Educa¬ 
tion  Act. 

The  meeting  on  April  3,  1977  will  be 
open  to  the  public  beginning  at  8:00  pm. 
and  ending  at  9:00  pm.  The  meetings  on 


April  4.  5, 1977  win  be  open  to  the  public 
beginning  at  9:00  am  and  ending  at 
4:30  p.m  The  meeting  on  April  6,  1977 
win  be  open  to  the  public  beglnn^  at 
9:00  a.m.  and  end  at  3:30  pm 

The  proposed  agenda  fcx*  the  meeting 
on  April  3, 1977  includes:  Review  of  poli¬ 
cies  goverrilng  the  Council  and  discussion 
of  the  1979  budget. 

The  proposed  agenda  for  the  meeting 
on  April  4, 1977  includes: 

(1)  Office  of  BUlngual  Education  Dlrector'a 
Report: 

(2)  Action  on  previous  meeting  minutes; 

(3)  Executive  Committee  Report; 

(4)  Ck>mmlttee  Discussion  and  Reports; 

(5)  Report  on  the  Third  Annual  Report 
Nov.  f  Report  to  Congress; 

(6)  Special  Reports; 

(7)  Report  on  Issue  Papers; 

( 8)  Plans  tar  futiue  NACBE  Activities; 

(9)  Regular  CouncU  business; 

( 10)  Proposed  LeglslaUve  Changes. 

April  5.  1977.  CcHisonant  with  the 
CoimcU’s  charge  to  provide  advice  oa 
matters  relating  to  the  administratiMi 
of  the  Bilingual  Education  Act,  testi¬ 
mony  will  be  heard  on  the  following 
topics: 

(1)  Proposed  Legislative  Changes; 

(2)  Maintenance  vs.  Transltlimal  BUlngual 
Education  Programs; 

(3)  Service  vs.  Demonstration  vs.  Start-up 
Costs; 

(4)  Serving  Diverse  Language  Groups;  and 

(5)  Research  Needs. 

The  following  procedures  shall  be  ob¬ 
served  during  the  public  hearings: 

(1)  witnesses  shall  be  heard  on  a  first 
come  basis; 

(2)  Witnesses  shall  limit  their  testimony 
to  twenty  minutes:  ten  to  fifteen  minutes  of 
formal  presentation  followed  by  five  to  ten 
minutes  of  questioning  from  CouncU  mem¬ 
bers: 

(3)  Two  or  more  persons  from  the  same 
organization  sbaU  designate  one  person  to 
^>eak  tor  the  group; 

(4)  Witnesses  shaU  present  a  written  syn¬ 
opsis  ot  their  oral  presentation.  Witnesses 
who  do  not  provide  such  a  synopsis  wlU  be 
heard  after  aU  who  have  written  synopses 
are  heard; 

(5)  Witnesses  who  have  testified  at  previ¬ 
ous  hearings  will  be  heard  after  all  others; 

(6)  Witnesses  may  address  the  CouncU  in 
either  English  or  In  their  native  language. 
The  written  synopsis  of  the  oral  presenta¬ 
tion  must  be  submitted  In  English.  Wit¬ 
nesses  who  have  chosen  to  give  testimony  In 
their  native  language  may  submit  their  writ¬ 
ten  synopsis  In  that  langpiage  in  addition  to 
their  synposls  In  English;  and 

(7)  All  testimony  shaU  be  tape  recorded. 

April  6.  1977.  Meetings  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  subcommittees  are  from  9:00  aju.- 
3:30  pjn.;  Budget.  Report  of  the  FY 
1977  expenditures;  Legislation.  Proposed 
legislative  changes;  November  1  Report 
to  Congress.  Report  on  1977  Annual  Re¬ 
port  schedule;  Public  Hearings.  Previous 
day’s  hearings;  and  Non-Spanish  Minor - 
Up  Languages.  Discussion  on  issue  papers 
relating  to  “Serving  Diverse  Language 
Groups.” 

Records  will  be  kept  of  all  Council  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  shall  be  available  for  pub- 
lice  inspection  14  days  after  the  meet¬ 
ing  in  Room  421,  Reporter’s  Building,  300 
7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 
In  the  event  that  the  prcqxised  agenda 
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Is  completed  prior  to  the  projected  date 
or  time,  the  Council  will  a^oum  the 
meeting. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
14,  1977. 

John  C.  Molina, 
Director,  Office  of 
BUingual  Education. 
IFR  Doc.77-8188  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 

WOMEN'S  EDUCATIONAL  PROGRAMS 

Meeting 

Notice  of  public  meetings  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Council  on  Women’s  Edu¬ 
cational  Programs. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  Pub. 
L.  92-463,  that  the  next  meetings  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on 'Women’s 
Educational  Programs  will  be  held  from 
8:30  to  8:45  a.m.  and  from  2:00  to  5:00 
p.m.  on  April  4,  and  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
5:30  pjn.  on  April  5,  1977.  Hie  meeting 
of  the  Coimcll  wilHie  preceded  by  a  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Executive  Committee  from 
2:00  to  6:00  pm.  on  April  3,  1977.  There 
will  also  be  meetings  of  the  Legislation, 
Federal  Policy  and  Practices  and  Pro¬ 
gram  Committees  from  8:45  ajn.  to  12:30 
p.m.  (Ml  April  4,  1977.  AD  of  the  meetings 
wlU  be  held  In  Suite  821,  1832  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  except  for  the 
nuHTilng  session  on  April  5,  which  will  be 
held  In  Rcxun  3000,  400  Maryland  Ave¬ 
nue.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  cm 
Women’s  Educatl<Hial  Programs  is  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  93-380,  section 
408(f)(1).  The  Council  Is  manclated  to 
(a)  advise  the  Commissioner  with  re¬ 
spect  to  general  policy  matters  relating 
to  the  administration  of  the  Women’s 
Educational  Equity  Act  of  1974;  (b)  ad¬ 
vise  and  make  recommendations  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  concerning  the  Im¬ 
provement  of  educational  equity  for 
women;  (c)  make  recommendations  to 
the  CommlsslcHier  with  respect  to  the  al- 
l(x:atl<m  of  any  funds  pursuant  to  section 
408  of  Pub.  L.  93-380,  Including  criteria 
developed  to  insure  an  approiHlate  dis¬ 
tribution  of  approved  programs  and  proj¬ 
ects  throughout  the  Nation;  (d)  make 
such  reports  to  the  President  and  the 
Congress  on  the  activities  of  the  Council 
as  It  determines  appropriate;  (e)  develop 
criteria  for  the  establishment  of  program 
priorities;  and  (f)  disseminate  Informa- 
tkMi  concerning  its  activities  imder  Sec¬ 
tion  408  of  Pub.  L.  93-380. 

The  meetings  of  the  Council  and  of  the 
(Tommittees  wlU  be  opei)  to  the  publics 
The  agenda  for  the  Council  meeting  wUl 
Include  (1)  Executive  Director’s  report; 

(2)  committee  reports:  (3)  discussion 
with  Women’s  Pnigram  Staff  on  status 
of  Women’s  Educational  Equity  Act  Pro¬ 
gram;  and  (4)  other  business.  The  9:00 
a.m.  session  on  April  5  wlU  Include  ap¬ 
pearances  by  HEW  officials  and  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  athletics  In  relation  to 
women’s  education. 

The  agenda  tor  the  Executive  Ccunmlt- 
tee  meeting  wlD  Include  preparation  for 
the  CouncU  meeting. 


The  agenda  for  the  Federal  P(^lcy  and 
Practices  Committee  meeting  will  In- 
elude  dlscus8l<Mi  of  the  Councfl’s  review 
of  the  Education  Division  of  HEW. 

The  agenda  for  the  Legislation  Com¬ 
mittee  WlU  Include  dlscussl<Ma  oi  pending 
legislation  affecting  women. 

The  agenda  for  the  Program  Commit¬ 
tee  will  Include  discussion  of  the  CouncU 
evaluation  of  the  Women’s  Educational 
Equity  Act  Program. 

Records  wUl  be  kept  of  all  CouncU  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  wiU  be  available  tor  Inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Council  offices  at  Suite  821, 
1832  M  Street.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
15.  1977. 

Jot  R.  Simonson, 
Executive  Director. 

IFR  Doc.77-8187  Piled  3-17-77;8;45  m] 


STATE  POSTSECONDARY  EDUCATION 
COMMISSIONS 

Closing  Date  tor  Receipt  of  Information 
Concerning  Establishment 

In  order  for  a  State  to  receive  funds 
appropriated  during  fiscal  year  1977  to 
support  statewide  comprehensive  plan¬ 
ning  for  postsecondary  education  as  au¬ 
thorized  imder  Section  1203(a)  of  the 
Higher  Education  Act  of  1965  (20  U.S.C. 
1142(b)),  It  must  have  established  a 
State  Postsecondary  Education  Ccunmls- 
slon  which,  as  required  by  Section  1202 
(a)  of  that  Act,  Is  “broadly  and  equitably 
representative  of  the  general  public  and 
public  and  private  nonprofit  and  pro- 
pVletary  institutions  of  postsecondary 
education  In  the  State,  including  com¬ 
munity  coUeges,  junior  coUeges,  post- 
se<x>ndary  vocational  s<di(x>ls,  area  voca¬ 
tional  sch(x>ls,  technical  Institutes,  four 
year  Institutions  of  higher  education  and 
branches  thereof.’’  States  which  have  not 
previously  submitted  Informatton  con¬ 
cerning  establishment  of  such  a  State 
Commission  and  which  wish  to  receive 
such  planning  funds  must  submit  the 
following  Information  to  the  U.S.  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education  by  April  22. 1977 : 

(1)  An  Indication  of  whi(A  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  three  options  for  establishing  a 
Section  1202  State  Commission  the  State 
has  chosen  to  foUow:  (1)  creation  of  a 
new  Commission,  (11)  designation  of  an 
existing  State  agency  or  State  Com¬ 
mission,  or  (111)  expanding,  augmenting 
or  reconstituting  the  membership  of  an 
existing  State  agency  or  State 
Commission. 

(2)  An  indication  whether  any  of  the 
foUowing  State-administered  program 
authorities  contained  in  the  Higher  Edu¬ 
cation  Act  of  1965  have  been  assigned  to 
the  Section  1202  State  Commission: 

(I)  Conununlty  Services  and  Continu¬ 
ing  Education  (HEA  Section  105) ; 

(II)  Equipment  for  Undergraduate  In¬ 
struction  (HEA  Section  603) ;  and 

(III)  Grants  for  Construction  of  Un¬ 
dergraduate  Academic  Faculties  (HEA 
Section  704). 

(3)  Hie  official  name,  address  and 
telephone  number  of  the  State  Commis¬ 
sion. 


(4)  The  names,  maUlng  addresses  and 
tenns  ot  office  of  the  members  of  the 
State  Commission. 

(5)  The  name,  title,  mailing  address 
and  telephone  number  of  the  principal 
staff  officer  of  the  State  Commission. 

(6)  A  letter,  signed  by  the  Governor, 
explaining  how  the  membership  of  the 
State  Commission  meets  the  “broadly 
and  equitably  representative”  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  1202(a)  and  what  pro¬ 
visions  have  been  made  to  ensure  con¬ 
tinuing  oompliance  with  these  require¬ 
ments  of  the  law. 

The  above  Information  may  be  sent  b> 
mall  or  hand-delivered. 

(a)  Information  sent  by  mail.  Infor¬ 
mation  sent  by  maU  should  be  addressed 
to  the  U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education, 
400  Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20202.  Such  information  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  received  on  time  if : 

(1)  The  information  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  maU  not  later  than 
AprU  18.  1977  as  evidenced  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  postmark  on  the  wrapper 
or  envelope,  or  on  the  original  receipt 
from  the  U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  Information  Is  received  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  mail 
rooms  In  Washington,  D.C.  (In  establish¬ 
ing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commissioner 
wUl  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp  of  such 
maU  rooms  or  other  d(x:umentary  evi¬ 
dence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare.  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education.) 

(b)  Information  delivered  by  hand.  In¬ 
formation  to  be  delivered  by  hand  must 
be  taken  to  Room  4181,  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Hand- 
delivered  information  wUl  be  accepted 
dally  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m.  Washington,  D.C.  time,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal  holi¬ 
days.  Information  wUl  not  be  accepted 
after  4:00  pjn.  on  the  closing  date. 

(aOUJS.C.  1142b) 

Dated:  March  15, 1977. 

William  F.  Pierce. 

Acting  V.S.  Commissioner 
of  Education. 

(Ciatalog  of  Federal  Domestic  .Asststar.ee 
Number  13.660;  State  Postsecondary  Educa¬ 
tion  Oommlaslons) 

[FR  Doc.77-7999  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


CONSULTING  GROUP  ON  WELFARE 
REFORM 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Con¬ 
sulting  Group  on  Welfare  Reform  wUl 
meet  from  9:00  a.m.  to  11:00  ajn.  (m 
AprU  8,  1977,  In  the  first  fioor  Audi¬ 
torium.  South  Portal  BuUding,  200  In- 
d^iendence  Avenue,  S.W..  Washington, 
D.C.  TTie  Group  wUl  conduct  a  final  re¬ 
view  of  alternative  approaches  to  wel¬ 
fare  reform.  As  with  aU  prior  meetings, 
Oils  meeting  wUl  be  open  for  public  ob¬ 
servation. 
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Further  information  about  this  meet¬ 
ing  and  the  proceedings  of  the  Group 
may  be  obtained  by  writing  to:  Mr.  Bob 
Heim,  Executive  Directw,  Romn  410-E 
South  Portal  Building,  200  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

Elated:  March  16, 1977. 

Bob  Heim. 

Executive  Director. 

|FB  Doc.77  8208  PUed  8-17-77:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
CALIFORNIA  AND  NEVADA 

Modification  of  Administrative  District  Of¬ 
fice  Boundaries,  Jurisdictions,  and 

Grazing  Districts;  Correction 

PR  Doc.  76-15702  appearing  at  pages 
22134-45  of  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  Tuesday,  June  1,  1976,  is  hereby  cor¬ 
rected  as  follows: 

In  the  fifth  line  of  the  land  descrip¬ 
tion,  “T.  9  N.,  R.  22  E.,  all;”  should  read 
“T,  9  N.,  R.  22  E.,  all  of  the  township 
east  of  the  Alpine-Mono  County  lines  ;** 

March  9,  1977. 

George  L.  Turcott, 
Associate  Director. 

'[FR  Doc.77-8003  Piled  8-17-77:8:45  am] 

(Bureau  Order  No.  701,  Amendmeut  No.  26] 

MANAGERS,  OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF 
OFFICES 

Lands  and  Resources;  Redelegation  of 
Authority 

Bureau  Order  No.  701  dated  July  23, 
1964,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

Part  IV-B — ^Redelegation  to  Manag¬ 
ers — Outer  Continental  Shelf  OfiBces. 

1.  A  new  Sec.  4.7  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

Section  4.7— Viable  Coral  Communi¬ 
ties. 

The  Managers,  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Offices,  are  authorized  to  take  all 
actions  in  connection  with  the  manage¬ 
ment  and  protection  of  viable  coral  com- 
mimlties,  including  processing  and  issu¬ 
ing  permits  for  the  domestic  taking  of 
coral  on  the  Outer  Continental  Sh^, 
pursuant  to  43  CFR  Subpart  6224. 

2.  Footnote  7  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

*77i»  New  Orleans  OCS  Office  has  respon- 
sibUlty  for  the  Oulf  of  Mexico  OCS  and  the 
Atlantic  OCS  from  and  Including  Florida 
to  the  east-west  block  line  common  to  blocks 
400  and  444  foimd  on  OCS  Official  Protraction 
Diagram  NJ  18-11,  revised  December  6,  1876, 
(the  approximate  State  line  between  North 
Carolina  and  Virginia).  The  New  Tork  OCS 
Office  has  responslbUlty  tor  the  Atlantic  OCS 
from  the  east-west  block  line  common  to 
blocks  400  and  444  found  on  OCS  OOlclal 
Protraction  Diagram  NJ  18-11  (the  approxi¬ 
mate  State  Une  between  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina)  to  the  International  boundary  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada.  The 
Paclflo  OCS  Office  has  responsibility  for  the 
Padflc  OCS  from  the  International  boundary 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  north 
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to  the  International  boundary  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  and  for  the  Ha¬ 
waii  OCS.  The  Aladca  OCS  OOoe  has  reepon- 
slbUlty  for  the  Alaska  OCS. 

George  L.  Turcott, 
Associate  Director. 

March  9, 1977. 

(PR  Doc.77-8004  PUed  8-17-77:8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 

HISTORIC  PRESERVATION  EASEMENTS; 

PROPOSED  ACCEPTANCE 

Public  Hearing 

In  accordance  with  Department  of  the 
Interior  guidelines  on  di^retionary  pub¬ 
lic  hearings  (455  DM  1,  August  31,  1973) , 
notice  is  given  of  the  following  public 
hearing: 

Date:  April  22, 1977, 

Place:  Louisa  County  Courthouse, 
Louisa,  Virginia. 

Time:  10:00  a.m.  to  1 :00  p.m. 

Subject:  Proposed  acceptance  of  his¬ 
toric  preservation  easements  on  lands 
within  the  Green  Springs  Historic  Dis¬ 
trict,  a  national  historic  landmark. 

Green  Springs  Historic  District  was 
designated  a  national  historic  landmark 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  May 
19, 1974.  The  designation  followed  a  find¬ 
ing  by  the  Secretary’s  Advisory  Board  on 
National  Parks,  Historic  Sites,  Buildings 
and  Monuments  that  the  historic  area 
meets  the  criteria  for  national  signifi¬ 
cance.  The  historic  district  is  located  in 
Louisa  County,  Virginia,  25  miles  east  of 
Charlottesville,  Virginia.  The  landmark 
consists  of  14,000  acres  of  farmland  with 
many  of  its  historic  manor  houses  and 
outbuildings  still  intact. 

The  private  owners  of  about  7,000 
acres  of  land  within  the  historic  district 
have  conveyed  easements  restricting  the 
use  of  their  lEmd  and  buildings  to  activ¬ 
ities  that  will  not  significantly  impair 
their  historic  and  scenic  appearance. 
Nearly  all  of  these  owners  have  granted 
their  easonents  to  a  private  non-ixufit 
association.  Historic  Green  Springs,  Inc., 
which  has  asked  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  accept  a  donation  oi  these 
easements. 

The  Department  is  considering  the 
acceptance  of  these  easements.  R  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  do  so  by  the  Historic  Sites 
Act  of  1935  (49  Stat.  666) .  The  purpose 
of  this  meeting  is  to  provide  the  public 
an  opportunity  to  present  its  views  on 
this  matter.  The  Department  will  not  re¬ 
spond  to  these  views  at  the  hearing  but 
will  consider  them  in  reaching  a  decision. 

The  f (blowing  requirements  will  apidy: 

(a)  Statements  will  be  received  from 
the  public  with  regard  to  the  pr(HX>sal  of 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  accept 
the  easements. 

(b)  Persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements  at  the  hearing  may  do  so  by 
sending  a  written  request  to  appear  post¬ 
marked  no  later  than  April  13,  1977  to 
the  Chief,  Office  of  Archeology  and  His¬ 
toric  Preservation,  National  Park  Serv¬ 
ice,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  The  request 
should  contain  the  tdephone  number  of 
the  person  (s)  making  the  request. 


(c)  Perscms  wishing  to  submit  writ- 
tra  statements  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  may  do  so  at  the  hearing. 

(d)  Oral  statements  delivered  at  the 
hearing  shall  be  for  a  maximum  of  ten 
minutes  of  the  number  of  persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  speak  so  permit  it.  Additional  testi¬ 
mony  may  be  submitted  in  writing  at  the 
hearing. 

(e)  A  fact  sheet  on  this  matter  is  be¬ 
ing  prepared  and  will  be  available  prior 
to  the  meeting.  It  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  to  the  address  in  item  (b)  above 
or  by  telephoning  area  code  202/523- 
5464. 

Dated:  March  14,  1977. 

Jerry  L.  Rogers, 

Chief,  Office  of  Archeology 
and  Historic  Preservation. 

(PR  Doc.77-8199  PUed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


NORTH  CASCADES  NATIONAL  PARK  SERV¬ 
ICE  COMPLEX,  ROSS  LAKE  NATIONAL 
RECREATION  AREA 

Availability  of  Envirnomental  Assessment 
and  Review  on  Proposed  Newhalem 
Campground 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  has  been  prepared 
regarding  the  proposal  to  ccmstruct  a 
public  campgroimd  near  Newhalem 
within  Ross  Lake  National  Recreation 
Area.  A  review  of  the  environmental  as¬ 
sessment  has  also  been  prepared  by  the 
National  Park  Service. 

Copies  of  the  enviromnental  assess¬ 
ment  and  the  review  of  the  assessment 
may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Super¬ 
intendent,  North  Cascades  National  Park 
Service  Complex,  Sedro  Woolley,  Wash¬ 
ington  98284,  or  the  Regional  Director. 
National  Park  Service,  601  Fourth  and 
Pike  Building,  Seattle,  Washington 
98101. 

Dated:  February  23,  1977. 

Russell  E.  Dickenson, 
Regional  Director. 
(TO  Doc.77-8180  PUed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Office  of  the  Attorney  General 
(Order  No.  700-77] 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Systems  of  Records 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisimis  and  requirements  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974,  5  UJ3.C.  552a,  the 
following  systems  notices  and  systems 
modifications  are  pnHiosed  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justi^ 

JUSTTCE/TAX-005  Tax  Division  Spe¬ 
cial  Projects  Files  is  a  new  system  of 
records  for  which  no  public  notice  has 
been  previously  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

The  system  previously  reported  as 
JUSTTCE/TAX-001,  Central  Classifica¬ 
tion  Cards,  Index  Docket  Cards  and  As¬ 
sociated  Records,  has  been  redesignated 
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JUSTICE/TAX-001.  Central  Classifica¬ 
tion  Cards,  Index  D^ket  Cards  and  As¬ 
sociated  Records — Criminal  Tax  Cases; 
and  JUSTICE/TAX-002,  Central  Clas¬ 
sification  Cards,  Index  Docket  Cards  and 
Associated  Records — Civil  Tax  Cases. 
The  new  system  notices  are  published 
in  their  entirety  to  refiect  the  division 
of  the  previous  system  into  two  separate 
systems.  This  redesignation  does  not  af¬ 
fect  the  previously  reported  routine  uses 
or  operational  methodology. 

A  summary  of  minor  changes  in  sys¬ 
tems  previously  reported  as  JUSTICE/ 
TAX-002  and  JUSTICE/TAX-003  is 
published  to  refiect  the  reniimberlng 
of  those  systems  and  the  renaming  of 
one. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  that  portion 
of  JUSTICE/TAX-005  which  describes 
the  proposed  routine  uses.  No  oral  hear¬ 
ings  are  c<mtemplated.  Comments  should 
be  mailed  to  the  Administrative  Counsel, 
Office  of  Management  and  Finance, 
Room  1117,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530. 

JUSTICE/T.4X-005 
System  name : 

Tax  Division  Special  Projects  Piles. 
System  location : 

UJS.  Department  of  Justice;  Tax  Divi¬ 
sion;  10  th  and  Constitution  Avenue. 
N.W..  Washlngttm,  D.C.  20530. 

Categories  of  faidividuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

Persons  referred  to  in  potential  or 
actual  cases  under  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Criminal  Section  of  the  Tax  Division. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system : 

The  system  consists  of  Investigatory 
files,  records  and  associated  doctunents 
and  information  Indexed  by  individual 
name  and  entity  and  relating  to  matters 
assigned,  referred  or  of  Interest  to  the 
Criminal  Section  of  the  Tax  Division. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  system: 

This  system  is  established  and  main¬ 
tained  pursuant  to  28  CFR  0.70  and  0.71. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of 
users  and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

A.  Materials  maintained  in  this  sys¬ 
tem  may  be  used  by  Division  attorneys 
and  attorneys  in  other  appropriate 
offices,  boards  and  divisimis  for  purposes 
of  pursuing  Investigative  leads  and  for 
purposes  of  initiating,  developing,  pre¬ 
paring  and  prosecuting  criminal  and 
civil  tax  cases. 

B.  Additionally,  a  record  maintained 
in  this  system  of  records  may  be  dissem¬ 
inated  as  a  routine  use  as  follows;  (1) 
In  any  case  in  which  there  is  an  indica¬ 
tion  of  a  violation  or  potential  violation 
of  law,  whether  civil,  criminal  or  regula¬ 
tory  in  nature,  the  material  in  question 
may  be  disseminated  to  the  appr(H>riate 
federal,  state,  local,  or  foreifim  agency 
charged  with  the  re^nsibility  of  in¬ 
vestigating  or  prosecuting  such  viola¬ 
tion  or  charged  with  enforcing  or  imple¬ 


menting  such  law;  (2)  In  the  course  of 
investigating  the  potential  or  actual  vio¬ 
lation  of  any  law  whether  clvU.  criminal, 
or  r^ulatory  in  nature,  or  during  the 
course  of  a  trial  or  hearing  or  the  prep¬ 
aration  for  a  trial  or  hearing  for  such 
violation,  material  may  be  disseminated 
to  a  federal,  state,  local  or  foreign 
agency,  or  to  an  individual  or  organiza¬ 
tion,  if  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
such  agency,  individual,  or  organization 
possesses  information  relating  to  the  in- 
vesti^tlon,  trial  or  hearing  and  the  dis¬ 
semination  is  reasonably  necessary  to 
elicit  such  information  or  to  obtain  the 
cooperation  of  a  witness  or  an  inform¬ 
ant;  (3)  Material  may  be  disseminated 
to  the  appropriate  federal,  state,  local,  or 
foreign  court  or  grand  Jury  in  accordance 
with  established  constitutional,  sub¬ 
stantive,  or  procedural  law  or  practice; 
(4)  Material  may  be  disseminated  to 
federal,  state  or  local  administrative  or 
regulatory  proceeding  or  hearing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedures  governing 
such  proceeding  or  hearing;  (5)  Ma¬ 
terial  may  be  disseminated  to  an  actual 
or  potential  party  or  his  attorney  for  the 
purpose  of  negotiation  or  discussion  on 
such  matters  as  settlement  of  the  case  or 
matter,  plea  bargaining,  or  informal  dis¬ 
covery  proceedings;  (6)  Material  that 
has  been  referred  to  the  Tax  Division 
may  be  disseminated  to  the  referring 
agency  to  notify  such  agency  of  the 
status  of  a  potential  or  actual  case  or  of 
any  decision  or  determination  that  has 
been  made;  (7)  Material  may  be  dissemi¬ 
nate  to  a  foreign  country  pursusmt  to  an 
international  treaty  or  convention 
entered  into  and  ratified  by  the  United 
States  or  to  an  executive  agreement. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  retriev¬ 
ing,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dispos¬ 
ing  of  records  in  the  system : 

Storage: 

Material  contained  in  this  system  is 
stored  manually. 

Retrievakility : 

Material  is  retrieved  by  the  name  of 
an  individual  or  entity  both  manually 
and  through  the  use  of  an  automated 
data  retrieval  system. 

Safeguards: 

Information  contained  in  the  S3^tem 
is  safeguarded  and  protected  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Departmental  rules  and  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  access,  production  and 
disclosure  of  any  materials  contained  in 
its  official  files. 

Retention  and  dii^posal : 

Currently  there  are  no  provisions  for 
the  disposal  of  material  in  this  system. 

System  manager (s)  and  address: 

Assistant  Attorney  General;  Tax  Divi¬ 
sion;  U.C.  Department  ot  Justice;  10th 
Street  and  C<mstitutl(m  Avenue.  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20530. 

Notification  procedure: 

An  Inqtiiry  concerning  this  system 
should  be  directed  to  the  System  Man¬ 
ager  listed  above. 


Record  access  procedures: 

To  the  extent  that  this  system  of  rec¬ 
ords  is  not  subject  to  exemption,  it  is 
subject  to  access  and  contest.  A  determi¬ 
nation  as  to  the  applicability  of  an  ex¬ 
emption  to  a  specific  record  shall  be  made 
at  the  time  a  request  for  access  is  re¬ 
ceived.  A  request  for  access  to  a  record 
contained  in  this  system  shall  be  made 
in  writing,  with  the  envelope  and  the  let¬ 
ter  clearly  marked  “Privacy  Access  Re¬ 
quest”.  Include  in  the  request  the  name 
of  the  individual  involved,  his  birth  date 
and  place,  any  other  identifying  num¬ 
ber  which  may  be  of  assistance  in  locat¬ 
ing  the  record,  the  name  of  the  case  or 
matter  involved,  if  known,  the  name  of 
the  judicial  district  involved,  if  known, 
and  any  other  information  which  may 
be  of  assistance  in  locating  the  record. 
The  requestor  will  also  provide  a  return 
address  for  transmittliig  the  informa¬ 
tion.  Access  requests  will  be  directed  to 
the  System  Manager  listed  above. 

Contesting  record  procedures ; 

Individuals  desiring  to  contest  or 
amend  Information  maintained  in  the 
system  should  direct  their  request  to  the 
System  Manager  listed  above,  stating 
clearly  and  concisely  what  information 
is  being  contested,  the  reasons  for  con¬ 
testing  it.  and  the  proposed  amendment 
to  the  information  sought. 

Record  source  calegories : 

Internal  Revenue  Service,  Department 
offices  and  employees,  and  other  federal, 
state,  local,  and  foreign  law  enforcement 
and  non-law  enforcement  agencies,  pri¬ 
vate  persons,  witnesses,  and  informants. 

Syslems  exempted  from  rertain  pn>vi>ion8 
of  the  act : 

The  Attorney  General  has  proposed 
exemption  of  this  system  from  subsec¬ 
tions  (c)  (3) .  (c)  (4) ,  (d)  ( 1) ,  (d)  (2) ,  (d) 

(3) .  (d)(4),  (e)(1).  (e)(2).  (e)(3),  (e) 

(4) (G),  (e)(4)(H).  (e)(4)  (I),  (e)(5). 

(e)(8),  (f),  and  (g)  of  the  Privacy  Act 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(J) .  Rules  have 
been  promulgated  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  552  (b) ,  (c)  and 
(e)  and  have  been  publi^ed  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  i 

JUSTICE/T.4X-O01 
System  name : 

Tax  Division  Central  Classification 
Cards,  Index  Docket  Cards,  and  Associ¬ 
ated  Records — Criminal  Tax  cases. 

System  location : 

UB.  Department  of  Jtistice;  Tax  Divi¬ 
sion;  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue. 
N.W.;  Washington,  D.C.  20530. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system : 

Persons  referred  to  in  potential  or  ac¬ 
tual  criminal  tax  cases  and  related  mat¬ 
ters  of  concern  to  the  Tax  Division  under 
the  Internal  Revenue  laws. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system : 

The  system  consists  of  an  alphabetical 
index  by  individual  name  of  all  criminal 
tax  cases,  and  related  matters  u.«attgTu»A, 
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referred,  or  of  interest  to  the  Tax  Divi¬ 
sion.  Records  in  many  Instances  are  du¬ 
plicated  in  the  Criminal  Section  ot  the 
Division  which  has  specific  Jurisdiction 
over  criminal  tax  cases. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  system: 

This  system  is  established  and  main¬ 
tained  pursuant  to  28  CFR  0.70  and  0.71. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in  the 
system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

A.  Classification  cards  are  maintained 
on  each  Tax  Division  criminal  case  in 
order  to  Identify  and  assign  mall  to  the 
proper  office  within  the  Division;  to  re¬ 
late  incoming  material  to  an  existing 
case;  to  establish  a  file  number  for  a 
new  case  upon  receipt;  and  to  provide 
a  central  index  of  criminal  tax  cases 
within  the  Division. 

B.  Docket  cards  are  records  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  flow  of  legal  work  in  the  Divi¬ 
sion.  They  are  maintained  on  each  crim¬ 
inal  tax  case  which  is  being  or  was  han¬ 
dled  by  the  Division’s  Sections. 

C.  Case  files  maintained  allow  Divi¬ 
sion  attorneys  immediate  access  to  in¬ 
formation  which  is  essential  in  carrying 
out  their  responsibihties  concerning  all 
criminal  tax  cases. 

D.  A  record  maintained  in  this  sys¬ 
tem  of  records  may  be  disseminated  as 
a  routine  use  as  follows:  (1)  In  any  case 
in  which  there  is  an  indication  of  a  vio¬ 
lation  or  potential  violation  of  law, 
whether  civil,  criminal,  or  rega>latory  in 
nature,  the  record  in  question  may  be 
disseminated  to  the  appropriate  federal, 
state,  local,  or  foreign  agency  charged 
with  the  responsibility  of  investigating 
or  prosecuting  such  violations  or 
charged  with  enforcing  or  implement¬ 
ing  such  law;  (2)  In  the  course  of  in¬ 
vestigating  the  potential  or  actual  vio¬ 
lation  of  any  law  whether  civil,  crim¬ 
inal,  or  regulatory  in  nature,  or  during 
the  course  of  a  trial  or  hearing  or  the 
preparation  for  a  trial  or  hearing  for 
such  violation,  a  record  may  be  dissemi- 
nated  to  a  federal,  state,  local  or  foreign 
agency,  or  to  an  individual  or  organiza¬ 
tion,  if  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  such 
agency,  individual,  or  organization  pos¬ 
sesses  information  relating  to  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  trial  or  hearing  and  the  dis¬ 
semination  is  reasonably  necessary  to 
elicit  such  information  or  to  obtain  the 
cooperation  of  a  witness  or  an  inform¬ 
ant;  (3)  A  record  relating  to  a  case  or 
matter  may  be  disseminated  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  federal,  state,  local,  or  foreign 
court  or  grand  jury  in  accordance  with 
applicable  constitutional,  substantive,  or 
procedural  law  or  practice;  (4)  A  record 
relating  to  a  case  or  matter  may  be  dis¬ 
seminated  to  a  federal,  state,  or  local 
administrative  or  regulatory  proceeding 
or  hearing  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  such  proceeding  or 
hearing;  (5)  A  record  relating  to  a  case 
or  matter  may  be  disseminated  to  an 
actual  or  potential  party  or  his  attorney 
for  the  purpose  of  negotiation  or  discus¬ 
sion  on  such  matters  as  settlement  of  the 
case  or  matter,  plea  bargaining,  or  in¬ 
formal  discovery  proceedings;  (6)  A  rec¬ 
ord  relating  to  a  case  or  matter  that  has 


been  referred  to  the  Tax  Division  may  be 
disseminated  to  the  referring  agency  to 
notify  such  agency  of  the  status  of  the 
case  or  matter  or  of  any  decision  or  de¬ 
termination  that  has  been  made;  (7)  A 
record  relating  to  a  case  or  matter  may 
be  disseminated  to  a  foreign  country 
piusuant  to  an  international  treaty  or 
convention  entered  into  and  ratified  by 
the  United  States  or  to  an  executive 
agreement;  (8)  A  record  may  be  dissemi¬ 
nated  to  a  federal  agency,  in  response 
to  its  request,  in  connection  with  the 
hiring  or  retention  of  an  employee,  the 
issuance  of  a  security  clearance,  the  re¬ 
porting  of  an  investigation  of  an  em¬ 
ployee,  the  letting  of  a  contract,  or  the 
issuance  of  a  license,  grant,  or  other  ben¬ 
efit  by  the  requesting  agency,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  information  relates  to  the 
requesting  agency’s  decision  on  the  mat¬ 
ter. 

Polirirs  and  practices  for  storing,  retriev¬ 
ing,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dispos¬ 
ing  of  records  in  the  system : 

Storage: 

Information  contained  in  this  system 
is  stored  manually  on  index  cards  and  in 
folders. 

Retrievability: 

Information  is  retrieved  manually  by 
the  name  of  the  individual  from  the  in¬ 
dex  card  which,  in  turn,  indicates  the 
case  number,  and  the  section  unit  or 
attorney  assigned  to  work  on  the  ma¬ 
terial. 

.Safeguards: 

Information  contained  in  the  system  is 
safeguarded  and  protected  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Departmental  rules  and  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  access,  production  and 
disclosure  of  any  materials  contained  in 
its  official  files. 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Currently,  there  are  no  provisions  for 
the  disposal  of  the  cards  in  this  system; 
however,  the  records  of  the  closed  classes 
are  forwarded  to  the  Federal  Records 
Center,  where  they  are  destroyed  after 
25  years. 

System  manager (s)  and  address: 

Assistant  Attorney  General;  Tax  Di¬ 
vision;  U.S.  Department  of  Justice;  10th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue.  N.W.; 
Washington,  D.C.  20530. 

Notification  procedure: 

An  inquiry  concerning  this  system 
should  be  directed  to  the  System  Man¬ 
ager  listed  above. 

Record  access  procedures : 

To  the  extent  that  this  system  of 
records  is  not  subject  to  exemptkm,  it  is 
subject  to  access  and  cemtest.  A  deter¬ 
mination  as  to  the  applicability  of  an 
exemption  to  a  specific  record  shall  be 
made  at  the  time  a  request  for  access  is 
received.  A  request  for  access  to  a  record 
cemtained  in  this  system  shall  be  made 
in  writing,  with  the  envelc^  and  the 
letter  clearly  marked  “Privacy  Access  Re¬ 
quest’*.  Include  in  the  request  the  name 
of  the  individual  Invidved,  his  birth  date 
and  place,  or  any  other  identifying  niun- 


ber  which  may  be  of  assistance  in  locat¬ 
ing  the  record,  the  name  of  the  case  or 
matter  involv^,  if  know,  the  name  of 
the  judicial  district  involved,  if  known, 
and  any  other  Informaticm  which  may 
be  of  assistance  in  locating  the  record. 
’The  requester  will  also  provide  a  return 
address  for  transmitting  the  informa¬ 
tion.  Access  requests  will  be  directed  to 
the  System  Manager  listed  above. 

Conlr.«ling  record  procedures: 

Individuals  desiring  to  contest  or 
amend  information  maintained  in  the 
system  should  direct  their  request  to 
the  System  Manager  listed  above,  stating 
clearly  and  concisely  what  Information 
is  being  contested,  the  reasons  for  con¬ 
testing  it,  and  the  proposed  amendment 
to  the  informatlcxi  sought. 

Record  source  categories : 

Internal  Revenue  Service,  Department 
offices  and  employees,  and  other  federal, 
state,  local,  and  foreign  law  OTLf(»^e- 
ment  and  non-law  enforcement  agencies, 
private  persons,  witnesses  and  inform¬ 
ants. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  provision.* 
of  the  act: 

The  Attorney  General  has  proposed  ex¬ 
emption  of  this  system  fnxn  subsection 

(c) (3).  (c)(4).  (d)(1),  (d)(2),  (d)(3), 

(d) (4),  (e)(1),  (e)(2),  (e)(3).  (e)(4) 

(G).  (e)(4)(H).  (e)(4)  (I),  (e)(5). 

(e) (8),  (f)  and  (g)  of  the  Privacy  Act 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(j).  Rules  have 
been  promulgated  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  5  UB.C.  553  (b) ,  (c) 
and  (e)  and  have  been  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

JUSTICE/TAX-002 
S>>tem  name: 

Tax  Division  Central  Classification 
Cards,  Index  Docket  Cards,  and  Associ¬ 
ated  Records— Civil  Tax  Cases. 

System  location : 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice;  Tax  Di¬ 
vision;  10th  and  Craistitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

Persons  referred  to  in  potential  or  ac¬ 
tual  civil  tax  cases  and  related  matters 
of  concern  to  the  Tax  Division  under 
the  Internal  Revenue  laws. 

Categorif^  of  reeord^in  the  system : 

’The  system  consists  of  an  alphal^tical 
index  by  individual  name  of  all  civil  tax 
cases,  and  related  matters  assigned,  re¬ 
ferred,  or  of  interest  to  the  Tax  Division. 
Records  in  many  instances  are  dupli¬ 
cated  in  the  various  Civil  Tax  Sections 
of  the  Division  which  have  specific  jur¬ 
isdiction  over  civil  tax  cases. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  system: 

This  system  is  established  and  main¬ 
tained  pursuant  to  28  CFR  0.70  and  0.71. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of 
users  and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

A.  Cfiassificatlon  cards  are  maintained 
on  each  Tax  Division  civil  case  in  order 
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to  identify  and  assign  mall  to  the  proptf 
ofiBce  within  the  Division;  to  relate  In¬ 
coming  material  to  an  existing  case;  to 
establish  a  file  number  for  a  new  case 
upon  receipt;  and  to  provide  a  central 
index  of  civil  tax  cases  within  the  Divi¬ 
sion. 

B.  Docket  cards  are  records  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  fiow  of  legal  work  In  the  Di¬ 
vision.  They  are  maintained  on  each 
civil  tax  case  which  Is  being  or  was  han¬ 
dled  by  the  Division’s  Sections. 

C.  Case  files  maintained  allow  Divi¬ 
sion  attorneys  immediate  access  to  Infor¬ 
mation  which  Is  essential  in  carrying  out 
their  responsibilities  concerning  all  civil 
tax  cases. 

D.  A  record  maintained  in  this  system 
of  records  may  be  disseminated  as  a 
routine  use  as  follows:  (1)  In  any  case 
in  which  there  is  an  indication  of  a  vio¬ 
lation  or  potential  violation  of  law, 
whether  eivll,  criminal,  or  regulatory  in 
nature,  the  record  in  question  may  be 
disseminated  to  the  appropriate  federal, 
state,  local,  or  foreign  agency  charged 
with  the  responsibility  of  investigating 
or  prosecuting  such  violations  or 
charged  with  enforcing  or  implementing 
such  law;  (2)  In  the  course  of  investi¬ 
gating  the  potential  or  actual  violation 
of  any  law  whether  civil,  criminal,  or 
regulatory  in  nature,  or  during  the 
course  of  a  trial  or  hearing  or  the  prepa¬ 
ration  for  a  trial  or  hearing  for  such 
violation,  a  record  may  be  disseminated 
to  a  federal,  state,  local  or  foreign 
agency,  or  to  an  individual  or  oragniza- 
tlon,  if  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
such  agency,  individual,  or  organization 
possesses  information  relating  to  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  trial  or  hearing  and  the  dis¬ 
semination  is  reasonably  necessary  to 
elicit  such  information  or  to  obtain  the 
cooperation  of  a  witness  or  an  inform¬ 
ant;  (3)  A  record  relating  to  a  case  or 
matter  may  be  disseminated  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  federal,  state,  local,  or  foreign 
court  or  grand  jury  in  accordance  with 
applicable  constitutional,  substantive,  or 
procedural  law  or  practice;  (4)  A  record 
relating  to  a  case  or  matter  may  be  dis¬ 
seminated  to  a  federal,  state,  or  local  ad¬ 
ministrative  or  regulatory  proceeding  or 
hearing  in  accordance  wl^  the  proce¬ 
dures  governing  such  proceeding  or 
hearing;  (5)  A  record  relating  to  a  case 
or  matter  may  be  disseminated  to  an  ac¬ 
tual  or  potential  party  or  his  attorney 
for  the  purpose  of  negotiation  or  discus¬ 
sion  on  such  matters  as  settlement  of  the 
case  or  matter,  plea  bargaining,  or  in¬ 
formal  discovery  proceedings;  (6)  A 
record  relating  to  a  case  or  matter  that 
has  been  referred  to  the  Tax  Division 
may  be  disseminated  to  the  referring 
agency  to  notify  such  agency  of  the 

'status  of  the  case  or  matter  or  of  any 
decision  or  determination  that  has  been 
made;  (7)  A  record  relating  to  a  case 
or  matter  may  be  disseminated  to  a  for¬ 
eign  coimtry  pursuant  to  an  interna¬ 
tional  treaty  or  convention  entered  into 
and  ratified  by  the  United  States  or  to 
an  executive  agreement;  (8)  A  record 
may  be  disseminated  to  a  federal  agency. 
In  response  to  its  request,  in  connection 
with  the  hiring  or  retention  of  an  em¬ 


ployee,  the  Issuance  of  a  security  clear¬ 
ance,  the  reporting  of  an  investigation 
of  an  employee,  the  letting  of  a  contract, 
or  the  issuance  of  a  license,  grant,  or 
other  benefit  by  the  requesting  agency, 
to  the  extent  that  the  information  re¬ 
lates  to  the  requesting  agency’s  decision 
on  the  matter. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  retriev¬ 
ing,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dispos¬ 
ing  of  records  in  the  srstem : 

Storage: 

Information  contained  In  this  system 
is  stored  manually  on  index  cards  and  in 
folders. 

Retrievability : 

Information  Is  retrieved  manually  by 
the  name  of  the  individual  from  the  in¬ 
dex  card  which,  in  turn,  indicates  the 
case  number  .and  the  section  imit  or  at¬ 
torney  assigned  to  work  on  the  material. 

Safeguards : 

Information  contained  in  the  system 
is  safeguarded  and  protected  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Departmental  rules  and  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  access,  production  and 
disclosure  of  any  materials  contained  in 
its  official  files. 

Retention  and  di!i|M>saI : 

Currently,  there  are  no  provisions  for 
the  disposal  of  the  cards  in  this  system; 
however,  the  records  of  the  closed  classes 
are  forwarded  to  the  Federal  Records 
Center,  where  they  are  destroyed  after  25 
years. 

System  manager(s)  and  address; 

Assistant  Attorney  General;  Tax  Di¬ 
vision:  U.S.  Department  of  Justice:  10th 
and  Constitution  Avenue  NW.;-  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20530. 

Notification  procedure: 

An  inquiry  concerning  this  system 
should  be  directed  to  the  System  Man¬ 
ager  listed  above. 

Record  acce«*  procedure*: 

To  the  extent  that  this  system  of  rec¬ 
ords  is  not  subject  to  exemption,  it  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  access  and  contest.  A  determina¬ 
tion  as  to  toe  applicability  of  an  exemp¬ 
tion  to  a  specific  record  shall  be  made  at 
toe  time  a  request  for  access  is  received. 
A  request  for  access  to  a  record  con¬ 
tained  in  this  system  shall  be  made  in 
writing,  with  toe  envelope  and  toe  letter 
clearly  marked  ‘Trlvacy  Access  Request”. 
Include  in  the  request  the  name  of  the 
individual  involved,  his  birth  date  and 
place,  or  any  other  identifying  number 
which  may  be  of  assistance  in  locating 
toe  record,  the  name  of  the  case  or  mat¬ 
ter  involv^,  if  known,  the  name  of  the 
judicial  district  involved,  if  known,  and 
any  other  information  which  may  be  of 
assistance  in  locating  toe  record.  The  re¬ 
questor  will  also  provide  a  retiun  ad¬ 
dress  for  transmitting  toe  information. 
Access  requests  will  be  directed  to  toe 
System  Manager  listed  above. 

Contesting  record  procedures : 

Individuals  desiring  to  contest  or 
amend  information  maintained  in  the 


system  should  direct  their  request  to  the 
System  Manager  listed  above,  stating 
clearly  and  concisely  what  Information 
is  being  contested,  toe  reasons  for  con¬ 
testing  it.  and  the  proposed  amendment 
to  toe  information  sought. 

Record  source  categories ; 

Internal  Revenue  Service,  Department 
offices  and  employees,  and  other  federal, 
state,  local,  and  foreign  law  enforcanent 
and  non-law  enforcement  agencies,  pri¬ 
vate  persons,  witnesses  and  informants. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  provisions 
of  the  act: 

The  Attorney  General  has  proposed 
exemption  of  this  system  from  subsec- 
Uons  (c) (3) . (d) (1) .  (d) (2) ,  (d) (3) ,  and 

(d) (4).  (e)(1).  (e)(4)(G).  (e)(4)(H), 

(e) (4)  (I),  and  (f)  of  the  Privacy  Act 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(k) .  Rules  have 
been  promulgated  in  accordance  with 
toe  requirements  of  5  UB.C.  553  (b),  (c) 
and  (e)  and  have  been  rmblished  in  toe 
Fedekal  Register. 

JUSTICE/TAX-002.  FUes  of  Applica¬ 
tion  for  position  of  attorney  with  the 
Tax  Division,  has  been  renumbered  JUS¬ 
TICE/TAX-003. 

JUSTICE/TAX-003,  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Request  Files,  has  been  redes¬ 
ignated  JUSTICE/TAX-004.  Freedom  ot 
Information — Privacy  Act  Request  Files. 

Dated:  March  11. 1977. 

GRnrriN  B.  Bell, 
Attorney  GeneraL 

[PR  Doc.77-79«8  Plied  8-17-77:8:45  am] 

[Order  No.  703-77] 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
System  of  Records 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974  (5  U.S.C.  552a)  toe  Department  of 
Justice  proposes  to  expand  the  data  base 
of  the  system  of  records  previously  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  F'ederai.  Register  as  JUS- 
’riCE/DEA-002,  Automated  Intelligence 
Records  (Pathfinder  I). 

This  system  has  been  redesignated 
JUSTICHB/DEA-INS-lll.  Automated  In¬ 
telligence'  Record  System  (Pathfinder). 
’The  revised  system  notice  is  published 
in  full  to  reflect  toe  proposed  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  this  S3^tem  as  a  result  of  toe 
sharing  of  the  data  base  by  toe  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration  (DEA)  and 
toe  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service  (INS). 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Counsel,  Office  of  Management 
and  Finance,  Room  1117,  Department  of 
Justice,  Washington,  D.C.  20530.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  received  on  or  before 
April  18,  1977.  No  oral  hearings  are 
contemplated. 

JUSnCE/DEA-INS-1 1 1 

System  mime: 

JUSTlCE/DEA-lNS-111,  Automated 
Intelligence  Records  System  (Path¬ 
finder)  . 
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Sjstem  locatkmt 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 
1405  Eye  Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20537  and  E3  Paso  Intelligence  Center 
(EPIC).  El  Pkso,  Texas  79902. 

I 

Categories  of  j  individuals  covered  by  the 
system:  { 

(1)  Those  individuals  who  are  known, 
suspected,  or  alleged  to  be  Involved  in 

(а)  narcotic  trafficking,  (b)  narcotic- 
arms  trafficking,  (c)  alien  smuggling  or 
transporting,  (d)  Illegally  procuring, 
using,  selling,  counterfeiting,  reproduc¬ 
ing,  or  altering  identification  documents 
relating  to  status  imder  the  immigration 
and  nationality  laws,  (e)  terrorist  activ¬ 
ities  (narcotic,  arms  or  alien  trafficking/ 
smuggling  related),  (f)  crewman  deser¬ 
tions  and  stowaways,  and  (g)  arranging 
or  contracting  a  marriage  to  defraud  the 
immigration  laws;  (2)  In  addition  to  the 
cat^ories  of  individuals  listed  above, 
those  individuals  who  (a)  have  had  citi¬ 
zenship  or  alien  identification  documents 
put  to  fraudulent  use  or  have  reported 
them  as  lost  or  stolen,  (b)  arrive  in  the 
United  States  from  a  foreign  territory  by 
private  aircraft,  and  (c)  are  informants 
or  witnesses  (including  non-lmpllcated 
persons)  who  have  pertinent  knowledge 
of  some  circumstances  or  aspect  of  a  case 
or  suspect;  may  be  the  subject  of  a  file 
within  this  system;  and  (3)  In  the.coiirse 
of  criminal  Investi^tion  and  intelligence 
gathering,  DEA  and  INS  may  detect  vio¬ 
lations  of  non-drug  or  n(Hi-alien  related 
laws.  In  the  Interests  of  effective  law  en¬ 
forcement,  this  information  is  retained 
in  order  to  establish  patterns  of  criminal 
activity  and  to  assist  other  law  enforce¬ 
ment  agencies  that  are  charged  with  en¬ 
forcing  other  segments  of  criminal  law. 
Therefore,  under  certain  limited  circum¬ 
stances,  individuals  known,  siispected,  or 
alleged  to  be  Involved  in  non-narcotic 
or  non -alien  criminal  activity  may  be 
subject  to  a  file  maintained  in  this 
system. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system : 

In  general,  this  syst^n  cemtains  com¬ 
puterized  and  manual  intelligence  in¬ 
formation  gathered  from  DEA  and  INS 
Investigative  records  and  reports.  Spe- 
cifi(^ally,  inteUlgrace  information  is 
gathered  and  collated  from  the  fcdlowlng 
DEA  and  INS  records  and  reports;  (1) 
DEA  R^x>rts  of  Investigation  (DEA-6), 

(2)  DEA  and  INS  Intelligence  R^Mrts, 

(3)  INS  Air  DetaU  Office  Index  (I-92A), 

(4)  INS  Anti-Smuggling  Indices  (O- 
170) ,  (5)  INS  Marine  Int^lgence  Index, 

(б)  INS  Fraudulent  Document  Center 
Index,  (7)  INS  Terrorist  Index,  and  (8) 
INS  Reports  of  Investigation  and  Appre¬ 
hension  (1-44, 1-213,  0-166). 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  system: 

This  system  has  been  established  in 
order  for  DEA  and  INS  to  carry  out  their 
law  enforcMUNit,  r^ulatory,  and  int^- 
gence  functions  mandated  by  the  Com- 
pr^ensive  Drug  Abuse  Prevention  and 
Control  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1236),  Re- 
organizati(«  Plan  No.  2  of  1973,  the  Sin¬ 
gle  Convention  on  Narcotic  Drugs,  (18 
UST  1407),  and  Sections  103,  265,  and 
290  and  Title  m  of  the  Immigration  and 


Nationality  Act,  as  amnided,  (8  n.S.C. 
1103,  1305, 1360,  1401  et  seq.) .  Additional 
authority  is  derived  from  Treaties,  Stat¬ 
utes,  Executive  Orders  and  Presidential 
Proclamations  vhlch  DEA  and  INS  have 
been  charged  with  administering. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in  the 
system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

This  system  will  be  used  to  produce  as¬ 
sociation  and  link  analysis  reports  and 
such  special  reports  as  required  by  intel¬ 
ligence  analysts  of  DEA  and  INS.  The 
system  will  also  be  used  to  provide  “real- 
time”  responses  to  queries  from  federal, 
state,  and  local  agencies  charged  with 
border  law  enforcement  responsibilities. 

Information  from  this  system  will  be 
provided  to  the  following  categories  of 
users  for  law  enforcement  and  intelli¬ 
gence  purposes  provided  a  legitimate  and 
lawful  “need  to  know”  is  demonstrated: 
(a)  Other  federal  law  enforcement 
agencies,  (b)  state  and  local  law  en¬ 
forcement  agencies,  (c)  foreign  law  en¬ 
forcement  agencies  with  whom  DEA  and 
ms  maintain  liaison,  (d)  U.S.  intelli¬ 
gence  and  military  intelligence  agencies 
involved  in  border  criminal  law  enforce¬ 
ment,  (e)  clerks  and  judges  of  courts  ex¬ 
ercising  appropriate  jurisdiction  over 
subject  matter  maintained  within  this 
system,  and  (f)  in  the  event  there  is  an 
indication  of  a  violation  or  potential  vio¬ 
lation  of  law  whether  civil,  criminal, 
regulatory,  or  administrative  in  nature, 
the  relevant  information  may  be  referred 
to  the  appropriate  agency,  whether 
federal,  state,  local  or  foreign,  charged 
with  the  responsibility  of  investigating 
or  prosecuting  such  violation  or  charged 
with  enforcing  or  implementing  the 
statute  or  rule,  regulations,  or  order  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  thereto. 

Polit’ies  and  practires  for  storing,  retriev¬ 
ing,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dispos¬ 
ing  of  records  in  the  system : 

Storage : 

Manual  subsets  of  the  Pathfinder  In¬ 
formation  System  are  maintained  on 
standard  index  cards  and  manual 
folders.  Standard  security  formats  are 
employed. 

The  automated  Pathfinder  Informa¬ 
tion  System  is  stored  cm  digital  com¬ 
puters  in  the  Drug  Enforcement  Admln- 
Istraticm  (^ce  of  Intelligence  Secured 
CTomputer  facilities  located  at  DEA 
Headquarters  and  El  Paso,  Texas. 

Retrievability : 

Access  to  individual  records  can  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  reference  to  either  the 
manual  indices  or  the  automated  In- 
formatlcm  system.  Access  is  achieved  by 
reference  to  personal  identifiers,  other 
data  elements  or  any  combination 
thereof. 

Safeguards: 

The  Pathfinder  System  of  Records  is 
protected  by  both  physical  security 
methods  and  dissemination  and  access 
controls.  Fundamental  in  all  cases  is  that 
access  to  Intelligence  infonnatlon  Is 
limited  to  those  perscxis  or  agencies  with 
a  demonstrated  and  lawful  need  to  know 


for  the  information  in  order  to  perform 
assigned  functions. 

Physical  security  when  intelligence 
files  are  attended  is  provided  by  respon¬ 
sible  DEA  and  INS  employees.  Physical 
security  when  files  are  imattended  is 
provided  by  the  secure  locking  of  mate¬ 
rial  in  approved  containers  or  facilities. 
The  selection  of  containers  or  facilities 
is  made  in  consideration  of  the  sensi¬ 
tivity  or  National  Security  Classification, 
as  appropriate,  of  the  files,  and  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  security  guard  and/or  surveil¬ 
lance  afforded  by  electronic  means. 

Protection  of  the  automated  informa¬ 
tion  system  is  provided  by  physical,  pro¬ 
cedural,  and  electronic  means.  The  mas¬ 
ter  file  resides  in  the  DEA  Office  of  In¬ 
telligence  Secured  Computer  System  and 
is  physically  attended  or  safe-guarded  on 
a  full  time  basis.  Access  or  observation  to 
active  telecommunications  terminals  is 
limited  to  those  with  a  dememstrated 
need  to  know  for  retrieval  information. 
Surreptitious  access  to  an  unattended 
terminal  is  precluded  by  a  complex  au¬ 
thentication  procedure.  The  procedure  is 
provided  cmly  to  authorized  DEA  and 
INS  employees.  Transmission  from  DEA 
Headquarters  to  El  Paso,  Texas  is  ac¬ 
complished  via  a  dedicated  secured  line. 

An  automated  log  of  queries  is  main¬ 
tained  for  each  terminal.  Improper  pro¬ 
cedure  results  in  no  access  and  under 
certain  conditions  completely  locks  out 
the  terminal  pending  restoration  by  the 
master  controller  at  DEA  Headquarters 
after  appropriate  verification.  Unat¬ 
tended  terminals  are  otherwise  located 
in  locked  faculties  after  normal  work¬ 
ing  hours. 

The  dissemination  of  intelligence  in¬ 
formation  to  an  individual  outside  the 
Department  of  Justice  is  made  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  routine  uses  as  described 
herein  and  otherwise  in  accordance  with 
conditions  of  disclosure  prescribed  in  the 
Privacy  Act.  The  need  to  know  is  deter¬ 
mined  in  both  cases  by  DEA  and  INS  as 
a  prerequisite  to  the  release  of  informa¬ 
tion. 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Records  maintained  within  this  sys¬ 
tem  are  retained  for  fifty-five  (55)  years. 

System  managcr(8)  and  address: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Intelli¬ 
gence,  Drug  Enforcement  Administra¬ 
tion,  1405  Eye  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20537  and  Associate  Commissioner, 
Management,  Immigration  and  Natural¬ 
ization  Service,  425  Eye  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20536. 

Notiheatiun  procedure: 

Inquiries  should  be  addressed  to 
Freedom  of  Information  Unit,  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration,  1405  Eye 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537. 

Record  access  procedures : 

Same  as  notification  procedure. 
Contesting  record  procedures: 

Same  as  notification  procedure. 

Record  source  categories : 

DEA  intelligence  and  investigative 
records /reports;  INS  investigative,  In- 
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telligence  and  statutory  mandated 
records/reports;  records  and  reports  of 
other  federal,  state  and  local  agencies; 
and  reports  and  records  of  foreign  agen¬ 
cies  with  whom  DEA  maintains  liaison. 

Syslems  exempted  from  certain  provisions 
of  the  act: 

The  Attorney  General  has  proposed 
exemption  of  tois  system  from  subsec¬ 
tions  (c>  (3)  and  (4),  (d).  (e)  (1),  (2). 
and  (3).  (e)(4)  (O).'  (H)  and  (I),  (e) 
(5)  and  (8),  (f).  (g),  and  (h)  of  the 
Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a 
(J)  and  (k). 

Dated  March  11, 1977. 

Griffin  B.  Bell, 
Attorney  General. 

[PR  Doc.77-7989  Filed  3-17-77;8;45  am] 


[Order  No.  704-77] 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
System  of  Records 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974,  5  U.S.C.  552a,  the  Department  of 
Justice  proposes  to  expand  ^e  retrieva- 
bility  capacity  of  an  existing  system  of 
records  maintained  by  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Finance,  titled  JUSTICE/ 
OMP-013,  Employee  Locator  File. 

Pursuant  to  Section  3(e)(4)  of  the 
Privacy  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552a(e)  (4),  notice 
of  the  existence  of  this  system,  JUS- 
TICE/OMP-013,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  40  ^  38800,  on  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1975.  This  modification  will  en¬ 
able  employees  in  the  Department  of 
Justice  who  perform  income  tax  report¬ 
ing  or  personnel  functions  to  access  by 
means  of  cathode-ray  terminals,  the 
autimiated  portions  of  this  system. 

Amendments  to  the  Notice  of  System 
of  Records  are  as  follows : 

Storage:  Records  are  stored  on  mag¬ 
netic  tape  and  magnetic  disk. 

Retrievability :  Information  can  be 
retrieved  by  name  or  any  other  data 
Item  by  means  of  cathode-ray  terminals. 

Safeguards:  Access  to  terminals  is 
limited  to  persons  with  terminal  iden¬ 
tification  numbers.  These  numbers  are 
Issued  only  to  employees  who  have  a  need 
to  know  in  order  to  perform  Job  func¬ 
tions  relating  to  income  tax  reporting  or 
personnel  matters. 

Appropriate  reports  have  been  filed 
with  Congress,  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  and  the  Privacy  Protection 
Study  Commission. 

Dated:  March  11, 1977. 

Griffin  B.  Bell, 
Attorney  General. 

Jl’STlCE/OMF-013 

System  name: 

Employee  Locator  Pile. 

System  location : 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice;  10th  and 
Constitution  Avenue.  N.W.;  Washington, 
D.C.  20530. 


Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

All  employees  of  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Justice,  with  the  exceptitm  of  individ¬ 
uals  employed  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation. 

Categories  of  record-  in  the  system: 

The  system  contains  information  re¬ 
lating  to  each  employee's  home  and  busi¬ 
ness  address,  home  and  business  tele¬ 
phone  number,  information  as  to  next  of 
kin,  and  personal  physician  preferred  in 
case  of  medical  emergency. 

.4utliority  for  maintenance  of  the  system: 

The  system  is  maintained  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  301  and  7901,  and  26  U  S.C.  6011. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  ealegories  of 
users  and  the  purfoses  of  such  use-: 

The  locator  system  is  used  to  contact 
employees  of  the  Department  at  their 
official  place  of  business  or  their  resi¬ 
dence  regarding  matters  of  an  official 
nature  relating  to  their  employment  with 
the  Department  of  Justice.  It  is  also  used 
in  medical  emergencies  to  contact  an  em¬ 
ployee’s  personal  physician  if  he  or  she 
has  an  indicated  preference,  and  to 
notify  next  of  kin.  Use  of  the  hie  for 
these  purposes  is  limited  to  supervisors 
of  the  employees  concerned  or  individ¬ 
uals  having  the  iiermission  of  a  super¬ 
visor  of  the  employee  concerned. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  retriev¬ 
ing,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dispos¬ 
ing  of  records  in  the  system : 

Storage: 

Records  are  stored  on  magnetic  tape 
and  magnetic  disk. 

Retrievability : 

Information  can  be  retrieved  by  name 
or  any  other  data  item  by  means  of 
cathode-ray  terminals. 

Safeguards :  - 

Access  to  terminals  is  limited  to  per¬ 
sons  with  terminal  identification  num¬ 
bers.  These  numbers  are  Issued  only  to 
employees  who  have  a  need  to  know  in 
order  to  perform  job  functions  relating 
to  income  tax  reporting  or  personnel 
matters. 

Retention  and  di-poAal: 

Records  are  retained  for  the  duration 
of  an  individual’s  employment  with  the 
Department.  They  are  destroyed  upon 
his  or  her  separation. 

System  manager (s)  and  address: 

Director,  Personnel  and  Training 
Staff;  Office  of  Management  and  Fi¬ 
nance;  U.S.  Department  of  Justice;  10th 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W,;  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20530. 

Notification  procedure: 

Same  as  System  Manager. 

Record  access  procedure- ; 

Same  as  Notification. 

Contesting  reeord  procedures: 

Same  as  Notification. 

Record  source  categories : 


Information  is  supplied  by  the  indi¬ 
vidual  to  whom  the  record  pertains. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  provi-ioii- 
of  the  act : 

None. 

I FR  Doc.77-7990  Filed  3-17-77; 8  45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  UBOR 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 
[ETA  OPER  7705] 

GRANT  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Developmental  Awards  for  Conceptual  Re¬ 
search  on  Labor  Market  Problems/ 
Issues  Concerning  Hispanic  Americans 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Em¬ 
ployment  and  'Training  Administration. 
Office  of  Poliby,  Evaluation  and  Re¬ 
search,  annotmees  that  it  will  provide 
funding  for  a  limited  number  of  devel¬ 
opmental  grant  research  awards — none 
to  exceed  $15,000/12  months — to  support 
and  encourage  investigative  and  analyti¬ 
cal  work  in  areas  concerning  the  em¬ 
ployment  and  training  experience  of  His¬ 
panic  Americans.  The  research  work  pro¬ 
duced  under  these  awards  is  expected  to 
be  conceptual  in  nature,  aimed  at  en¬ 
hancing  or  synthesizing  knowledge  about 
processes,  conditions,  or  methods  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  labor  market  problems  and 
issues  concerning  this  population  group. 
Results  of  this  research  effort  may  lead 
to  support  of  further  work  in  this  area. 

Proposals  may  be  submitted  by  col¬ 
leges,  universities,  and  public  or  private 
nonprofit  organizations.  Grants  under 
this  competition  are  expected  to  be  an¬ 
nounced  on  of  before  June  30,  1977.  The 
deadline  for  receipt  of  proposals  is  close 
of  business  May  20,  1977.  Copies  of  the 
guidelines  and  instructions  for  submit¬ 
ting  proposals  under  this  invitation  may 
be  obtained  by  writing  to: 
n.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Employment  and 
Training  Administration,  Central  Procure¬ 
ment  Staff,  ATTN:  Hispanic  American 
Studies,  .601  D  Street  N.W.,  Room  9432, 
Washington,  D  C.  20213. 

Francis  O.  Stanakd, 
Chief,  Central  Procurement  Staff. 

March  16,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-8341  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am] 

EMPLOYMENT  TRANSFER  AND  BUSINESS 
COMPETITION  DETERMINATIONS  UN¬ 
DER  RURAL  DEVELOPMENT  ACT 

Applications 

^e  organizations  Usted  in  the  attach¬ 
ment  have  applied  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  for  financial  assistance  in 
the  form  of  grants,  loans,  or  loan  guar¬ 
antees  in  order  to  establish  or  improve 
facilities  at  the  locations  listed  for  the 
purposes  given  in  the  attached  list.  The 
financial  assistance  would  be  authorized 
by  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
1924(b). 1932,  or  1942(b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of  La¬ 
bor  to  determine  whether  such  Federal 
assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to 
result  in  the  transfer  from  one  area  to 
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another  of  any  employment  or  business 
activity  provided  by  operations  of  the 
applicant.  It  Is  permissible  to  assist  the 
establishment  of  a  new  branch,  affiliate 
or  subsidiary,  only  if  this  will  not  re¬ 
sult  in  increased  unemployment  in  the 
place  of  present  operations  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  believe  the  new  facility  is 
being  established  with  the  intention  of 
closing  down  an  oiierating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commodities,  or  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  services  or  facilities  in  the  area, 
when  there  is  not  sufficient  demand  for 
such  goods,  materials,  commodities,  serv¬ 
ices,  or  facilities  to  employ  the  efficient 
capacity  of  existing  competitive  com¬ 
mercial  or  industrial  enterprises,  unless 
such  financial  or  other  assistance  will  not 
have  an  adverse  effect  upon  existing  com¬ 
petitive  enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  CFR  Part  75.  In  determining  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved  or 
denied,  the  Secretary  will  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  employment  and  unem¬ 
ployment  situation  in  the  local  area  in 
which  the  proposed  facility  will  be  lo¬ 
cated. 


2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new  fa¬ 
cility  upon  the  local  labor  market,  with 
particular  nnphasls  upcm  its  potential 
impact  upon  competitive  enterprises  in 
the  same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  same  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (where  such  competiticm  is  a 
factor) . 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or  fa¬ 
cilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such  new 
facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or  fa¬ 
cilities  operated  by  the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any  in¬ 
formation  pertinent  to  the  determina¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  regarding 
these  applications  are  invited  to  submit 
such  information  in  writing  within  two 
weeks  of  publication  of  this  notice  to; 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training,  601  D  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  March,  1977. 


Ernest  G.  Green, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  Training. 


Applications  received  during  the  week  ending  March  11,  J977 


Name  of  applicant  Location  of  Principal  product  or  activity 

enterprise 


Maple  Grove  Nursing  Home . Houlton,  Maine...  Nursing  home  care. 

I’yott-Boone  Machinery  Corp _ Saltville,  Va _ Manufacture  of  battery  powered  mine  tractors,  scoops  and 

spare  parts. 

American  Olivine  Corp . Dillsboro,  N.C _ Mining  and  processing  of  olivine  ore. 

Godwin  Welding  Service,  Inc . Dunn,  N.C . .  Manufacture  of  flat  bM  truck  bodies,  trailers  and  bydrauUe 

hoists  and  repair  service. 

Crisp  Pump  and  Supply  Co.,  Inc..  Cordcle,  Ga . W’hole^e  distributor  of  pumps,  well  suppUes  and  drilling 

equipment. 

Trinity  Furniture  Industries,  Inc..  Albemarle,  N.C. .  M^nfacture  and  installation  of  church  furrdture,  and 

oflice  furniture. 

Powermaker,  Inc . Dunlap,  Tenn _ Produce  bituminous  coal  and  U^ta. 

Im^e  Furniture,  Inc.  (teiumt  of  Claremont,  N.C..  Manufature  of  uphols'.crrd  furniture, 

city  of  Claremont). 

Perfection  Furniture  Co.,  Inc . do.. . .  Do. 

(tenant  of  city  of  Claremont). 

Seborck  Bros,  Manufacturing  Co...  Arthur,  HI.. . Manufacture  and  distribution  trf  wook  kitchen  cabinets. 

Phoenix  Inn  Motel _ _ Eflingbam,  Ill _ MotcL 

Barry  County  Lumber  Co . .  Hastings,  Minn...  Retail  and  some  wholesale  sales  of  lumber,  paint  and 

building  materials. 

Sands  Restaurant . Albany.  Minn _ Restaurant. 

Thomas  Allen  Calhoun . Mans^d,  La _ StorsM  of  cotton  in  bales. 

Newell  Oil  Co.,  Inc . . . Newton,  Kan . Oasoune  service  station. 

Camp  Heating  and  Air  Condi-  Chico,  Calif . Heating  and  air  conditioning  construction  and  service. 

tioning. 


(FR  Doc.T7-’J936  PUed  3-17-77;8:46  am] 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 
tV-76-lll 

CATERPILLAR  TRACTOR  CO. 

Grant  of  Variance 
L  Background 

Caterpillar  Tractor  Company,  100  NJE. 
A^ams  Street,  Peoria,  Illinois  61629  made 
appllcatlcm  pursuant  to  section  6(d)  of 
the  Occupatlfmal  Safety  and  Health  Act 
of  1970  (84  Stat  1596;  29  U.S.C.  655)  and 
29  CFR  1905.11  for  a  variance  frexn  the 
safety  standards  prescribed  in  29  CFR 
1910.157(a)  (5)  and  (6).  The  standard 
specifies  the  kinds  of  mountings  allowed 
for  fire  extinguishers,  and  sets  the  allow¬ 


able  height  of  the  top  of  the  fire  extin¬ 
guishers  at  5  ft.  for  extinguishers  under 
40  lbs.,  and  3^  ft.  for  those  over  40  lbs. 
The  facility  affected  by  this  application 
is  Caterpillar  Tractor  Co,  600  West 
Washingtfm  Street,  East  Peoria,  Illinois 
61630.  Notice  of  the  application  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  23,  1976  (41  PR  51624-25).  Tlie 
notice  invited  interested  persons,  includ¬ 
ing  affected  employers  and  employees,  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  and  argu¬ 
ments  regarding  the  grant  or  denial  of 
the  variance  requested.  In  addition, 
affected  employers  and  employees  were 
notified  of  their  right  to  request  a  hearing 
on  the  appUcatlm  for  a  variance.  No 
wfrltten  comments  or  requests  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  have  been  received. 
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Section  1910.157(a)  (5)  and  (6)  re¬ 
quires  that  fire  extinguishers  be  mounted 
on  the  hsmgers  or  m  the  brackets  sup¬ 
plied,  and  that  the  height  of  the  top 
of  the  extinguisher  shall  not  exceed  5 
ft.  for  extinguishers  under  40  lbs.,  and 
3]^  ft.  for  those  over  40  lbs.  Hie  purpose 
of  the  standard  is  to  ensure  safe  and 
secure  mounting  of  the  extinguishers, 
and  provide  easy  access  to  the  extin¬ 
guishers  in  an  emergency  situation.  The 
applicant  has  mounted  its  fire  extin¬ 
guishers  on  retractable  boards  suspended 
from  the  superstructure  of  the  ware¬ 
house.  In  the  stored  positiem  the  bottom 
of  the  board  is  8  ft.  from  the  floor.  When 
a  two  foot  nylon  rope  attached  to  the 
bottom  of  the  board  is  pulled,  the  board 
springs  downward  to  a  position  approxi¬ 
mately  2^2  ft.  from  the  floor.  This  im¬ 
mediately  places  the  extinguishers  within 
easy  reach  of  the  employees.  The  fire 
extinguishers  and  boards  are  painted 
fluorescent  red  for  easy  visibility 
throughout  the  factory.  The  mountings 
used  to  attach  the  extinguishers  to  the 
board  are  specially  designed  for  this  pur¬ 
pose.  The  pull  required  to  lower  the  board 
ranges  from  approximately  9  lbs.  to  ap¬ 
proximately  26  lbs.  def>ending  on  the 
weight  of  the  extinguishers  mounted. 

Decision.  The  system  of  mounting  and 
storing  fire  extinguishers  which  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  devised  provides  an  alterna¬ 
tive  method  for  meeting  the  purpose  of 
the  standard.  The  fire  extinguishers  are 
mounted  on  a  board  which  is  normally 
at  an  8  ft.  height  where  the  extinguishers 
wil  not  be  bumijed  or  damaged.  This  type 
of  mounting  allows  the  extinguishers  to 
be  hung  near  aisles  or  other  hazardous 
areas  where  they  would  otherwise  be  sus¬ 
ceptible  to  being  damaged.  The  extin¬ 
guishers  are  readily  accessible  In  that 
the  board  on  which  they  are  mounted  is 
desiemed  to  spring  downward  to  a  posi¬ 
tion  from  which  the  extinguishers  can 
be  comfortably  removed  for  use  when  a 
2  ft.  rope  is  pulled.  The  fluorescent  red 
coloring  and  the  height  of  the  board 
provide  easy  visibility.  For  these  reasons 
the  applicant  Is  providing  a  place  of  em¬ 
ployment  as  safe  as  that  which  would  be 
obtained  by  complsring  with  the  standard. 

m.  Order 

Pursuant  to  authority  in  section  6(d) 
of  the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970,  and  In  Secretary  <rf  Labor’s 
Order  No.  8-76  (41  FR  25059) ,  It  Is  or¬ 
dered  that  Caterpillar  Tractor  Company 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  authorized  to  mount 
its  fire  extinguishers  on  retractable 
boards  which  hang  from  the  superstruc¬ 
ture  of  the  warehouse  In  lieu  of  comply¬ 
ing  with  the  requirements  in  $  1910.157 
(a)  (5)  and  (6) ,  ’These  boards  shall  meet 
the  following  requirements: 

(1)  The  boards  shaU  be  located  with  the 
bottom  no  more  than  8  ft.  from  the  floor, 
and  shall  have  a  two  ft.  nylon  rope  by  which 
the  tward  can  be  lowered  to  a  position  ap¬ 
proximately  2V4  ft.  trom  the  floor. 

(2)  The  space  below  and  to  the  sides  of 
such  board  shall  be  kept  clear  so  that  easy 
access  Is  provided. 

(S)  Tlic  pnll  rope  shaU  hang  straight 
down  and  shall  not  be  looped  over  anything. 
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(4)  The  board  shall  be  counterbalanced  In 
such  a  manner  that  the  board  is  easily 
lowered,  but  shall  not  be  so  delicately  bal¬ 
anced  that  the  board  will  lower  accidentally. 

(5)  All  boards  shall  be  maintained  in  good 
working  order. 

As  soon  as  possible  Caterpillar  Tractor 
Company  shall  give  notice  to  affected 
employees  of  the  terms  of  this  order  by 
the  same  means  required  to  be  used  to 
inform  them  of  the  application  for 
variance. 

Effective  date:  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  March  18, 1977,  and  shall  re¬ 
main  in  effect  until  modified  or  revoked 
in  accordance  with  section  6(d)  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1970. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  10th 
day  of  March,  1977. 

B.  M.  CONCKLIN, 

Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

IPR  Doc.  77-8224  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
ITA-W-1306] 

SUNSHINE  KIDDIE  KNITWEAR  COMPANY, 
INC. 

Negative  Determination  Regarding  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

-  In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-1306:  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
November  29,  1976  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  Novem¬ 
ber  29,  1976  which  was  filed  by  the  Inter¬ 
national  Ladies  Garment  Workers  Union 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  children’s  knit  playwear  at 
Sunshine  Kiddle. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  De¬ 
cember  14,  1976  (41  FR  54567).  No  public 
healing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  *was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Sunshine 
Kiddie,  its  customers,  the-U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Intema- 
'tional  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  ^as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers'  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the  firm  have 
become  totaliy  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated. 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  (u  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely. 


(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  are  being  ImpOTted  In  Increased 
quantities,  either  actual  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  Increased  imports  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  the  separations 
or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  decrease  In 
sales  br  production.  The  term  "contributed 
importantly"  means  a  cause  which  is  im¬ 
portant  but  not  necessarily  more  Important 
than  any  other  cause. 

The  department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  criterion  four  has  not  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  .or  Partial  Separa¬ 
tions.  The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  Sunshine  Kiddie  declined  30 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974.  The 
average  number  of  production  workers 
declined  4.3  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  first 
nine  months  of  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have  De¬ 
creased  Absolutely.  Shipments  at  Sun¬ 
shine  Kiddie  declined  54.5  percent  In 
1975  compared  to  1974.  Shipments  in¬ 
creased  29.8  percent  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1976  compared  to  the  first 
nine  months  of  1975. 

Increased  Imports.  Imports  of  women's 
misses  and  children’s  suits,  pants  suits 
and  jumpsuits  increased  each  year  from 
1972  through  1975.  Imports  increased 
from  206,000  dozen  in  1972  to  412,000 

The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  increased  from 
12.3  percent  and  10.9  percent,  respec¬ 
tively  in  1974  to  14.6  percent  and  12.7 
percent,  respectively  in  1975. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and  chil¬ 
dren’s  blouses  and  shirts  increased  each 
year  from  1972  through  1975.  Imports  in¬ 
creased  from  14,106  thousand  dozen  in 
1972  to  21,594  thousand  dozen  in  1975. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  and  consumption  increas^  from 
69.6  percent  and  41.0  percent,  respec¬ 
tively  in  1974  to  81.6  f>ercent  aifd  44.9 
percent,  respectively  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly.  During  the 
1974-1975  period  Sunshine’s  major  cus¬ 
tomer  accounting  for  over  50  percent  of 
total  shipments  decreased  purchases  of 
children’s  playwear  from  Sunshine  Kid¬ 
die  and  also  decreased  purchases  of  chil¬ 
dren’s  playwear  from  foreign  sources. 
Sales  to  the  major  customer  increased 
in  1976  compart  to  1975.  Sunshine's 
second  largest  customer  switched  to 
other  domestic  manufacturers. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation,  I 
conclude  that  increases  of  imports  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  children’s 
knit  playwear  at  Simshine  Kiddie  Co., 
Inc.  did  not  contribute  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separation  of  workers 
at  such  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  7th 
day  of  March  1977. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director,  Office  of  Management. 

Administration  and  Planning, 

IFR  Doc.77-822e  FUed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Comprehensive  Annual  Review 

During  the  next  month,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  will  undertake  a  review  of 
the  Agency’s  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tees. 

This  review  is  taking  place  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Section  7(b)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (PX..  92-463) 
which  requires  tui  annual  comprehensive 
review  of  each  Federal  agency’s  advisory 
committees.  The  review  will  differ  from 
those  of  previous  years  in  that  it  will  also 
attempt  to  respond  to  President  Carter’s 
recent  directive  that  an  in-depth  zero- 
based  review  of  Federal  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  take  place.  A  zero-based  review 
presumes  that  all  committees  will  be 
abolished  except  those  (1)  for  which 
there  is  a  compelling  need;  (2)  which 
have  a  truly  balanced  membership;  and 
(3)  which  conduct  their  business  In  an 
open  maimer,  consistent  with  the  law 
and  their  mandate. 

The  Departmerft  of  Labor  will  under¬ 
take  a  review  of  its  advisory  committees 
currently  in  existence.  These  commit¬ 
tees  are  listed  below  in  alphabetical 
order. 

The  Department  of  Labor  is  required 
to  submit  a  report  to  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  on  the  results  of  the 
advisory  committee  review  by  April  15, 
1977.  This  reporting  deadline  requires  an 
expeditious  review. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  com¬ 
ments  to  the  Department  on  its  advisory 
committees.  In  preparing  comments,  the 
following  points  should  be  taken  into 
consideration: 

The  frequency  of  committee  meetings 
within  the  past  year,  or  two-year  period. 

The  Impact  of  committee  recommenda¬ 
tions  on  agency  declslon-maklng. 

The  representative  nature  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  membership  in  terms  of  expertise,  demo¬ 
graphic  representation  and  balance. 

The  existence  of  duplication  between  the 
committee's  purpose  and  work  and  that  of 
other  public  or  private  organizations. 

The  responsiveness  of  the  committee  to 
the  purpose  for  which  It  was  established. 

The_manner  In  which  the  committee  work 
has  bMn  conducted.  * 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Anamary  Lantzy,  c/o  Executive 
Secretariat,  Department  of  Labor,  2nd 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20210.  Written  comments 
may  be  sent  to  the  above  address  on  or 
before  April  11, 1977. 

Signed  this  14th  day  of  March  1977. 

Ray  Marshall, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

List  or  DOL  Aovisobt  Committee 

1.  Advisory  Committee  on  Construction 
Safety  and  Health. 

2.  Advisory  Committee  on  Longsborlng 
Safety  and  Health. 

3.  Advisory  Committee  on  Sheltered  Work¬ 
shops. 

4.  Advisory  Committee  on  Women  to  the 
Secretary  of  Labor. 
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5.  Advisory  Council  on  Employee  Welfare 
and  Pension  Benefit  Plans. 

6.  Business  Research  Advisory  CoundL 

7.  Citizens’  Advisory  Council  on  the  Status 
of  Women. 

8.  Federal  Advisory  Committee  for  Aflllrma* 
tive  Action  in  Employment  at  Institutions 
of  Higher  Education. 

9.  Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Employ¬ 
ment  Service. 

10.  Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health. 

11.  Federal  Advisory  Council  on  tlnemploy- 
ment  Insiiranoe. 

12.  Fed^al  Committee  on  Apprenticeship. 

13.  Labor  Pdlcy  Advisory  Committee  for 
Mtiltllateral  Trade  Negotiations. 

14.  Labor  Research  Advisory  Council. 

15.  LabOT  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Electrical  and  Electronic  Equ4>ment  and 
Supplies  and  Nonelectrical  Machinny. 

16.  Labor  Sectm*  Advls^y  Committee  on 
Food  and  Agricultural  Products  and  chemi¬ 
cal,  Plastic  and  Rubber  Products. 

17.  LabcMT  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Lumber,  Wood  and  Paper  Products  and 
Stone,  Clay  and  Glass  Products. 

18.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Services. 

19.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  on 
Textile,  Apparel  and  Leather  Products  and 
Mlscellcmeoiis  Manufactiuing  Industries. 

20.  Labor  Sector  Advisory  Committee  oa 
Transportation  Equipment  and  Primary 
and  Fabricated  Metal  Products. 

21.  National  Advlsmy  Committee  on  Oc¬ 
cupational  Safety  and  Health. 

22.  National  Commission  on  Employment 
and  Unemployment  Statistics. 

23.  National  Commission  for  Manpower 
Policy. 

24.  National  Commission  on  Unemploy¬ 
ment  Compensation. 

25.  Standards  Advisory  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture. 

[FR  Doc.77-8227  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

(Notice  77-181 

SPACE  PROGRAM  ADVISORY  COUNCIU 
PHYSICAL  SCIENCES  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The  Physical  Sciences  Committee 
(PSC)  of  the  NASA  Space  Program  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  will  meet  on  April  14-15, 
1977,  at  the4IASA  Kennedy  Space  Center 
(KSC) .  The  meeting  will  be  held  In  the 
4th  Floor  Conference  Room  of  the  KSC 
Headquarters  Building,  Kennedy  Space 
Center,  FL  32899,  fitun  8:30  aun.  until 
5:00  p.m.  on  the  14th  of  April,  and  from 
8:30  a.m.  until  4:00  pjn.  on  the  15th  of 
April.  Monbers  of  the  public  will  be  ad¬ 
mitted  to  the  meeting  beginning  at  8:30 
ajn.,  each  day,  on  a  first  come,  first 
served  basis  to  within  the  60  seat  ca¬ 
pacity  of  the  romn.  Visitors  will  be  re¬ 
quested  to  sign  a  visitor’s  register. 

The  Physical  Sciences  Committee 
serves  only  in  an  advisory  capacity  to 
NASA.  The  Committee  is  concerned  with 
all  aspects  of  the  physical  sciences  which 
are  relevant  to  the  space  program,  in¬ 
cluding  astrophysics,  life  sciences,  solar 
terrestrial,  upper  atmospheric  research, 
and  lunar  and  planetary  exploration. 

The  Committee  presently  has  15  mem¬ 
bers,  Including  the  Chairman,  Dr. 
George  B.  Fidd.  For  further  Information 
regarding  the  meeting,  please  contact 


Dr.  Sabatino  Sofia,  Area  Code  202-755- 
3616  or  755-8493.  The  agenda  fix’  the 
meeting  is  as  f  (dlows : 

APS.  14.  1977 


Tims  Topic 

8:30  s.m _ _  NASA  Kennedy  Space 

Center  Director’s  Wel¬ 
come. 

8:46  am _  Opening  remarks.  This 


time  Is  provided  toe: 

(1)  the  chairman’s  In- 
troductOTy  remarks, 
bringing  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee, 
issues  of  concern  and 
Interest;  and  (2)  tor  the 
executive  secretary  to 
cover  administrative 
matters. 

9:15  a.m -  The  Associate  Adminis¬ 

trator  for  Space  Sci- 
ience.  The  Associate  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Space 
Science,  Dr.  Noel  W, 
Hlnners,  will  brief  the 
Committee  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  (f)  Issues  con¬ 
cerning  the  Office  of 
Space  Science  (068) , 

(2)  OSS  budget,  (3) 
Spacelab  I  payloads, 
and  (4)  OSS  6-year 
plan. 

10:30  am _  Advanced  planning.  Pres¬ 

entations  wlU  be  made 
to  the  Committee  cm 
OSS  division’s  6-year 
plan,  shuttle  pajdoad 
planning,  space  sta¬ 
tions,  and  other  related 
topics  as  applicable, 
followed  by  discussion. 


1:30  p.m _  Advanced  planning.  Fur¬ 

ther  presentations  of 
OSS  planning,  followed 
by  discussion. 

2:30  p.m _  Search  for  extrater¬ 


restrial  intelligence 
(SETI).  A  presentation 
wUl  be  made  about  the 
current  scientific  efforts 
on  the  SETI  and  detec¬ 
tion  of  extra-solar 
planetary  systmns,  fol¬ 
lowed  by  discussion.- 

3:30  pm _  Data  handling  for  vog- 

ager.  A  presentation  wlU 
be  made  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  regarding  plans 
toe  the  data  handling 
for  voyager,  foUowed  by 
discussion. 

4:00  pm _  Kennedy  Space  Center 

shuttle  payload  opera¬ 
tions.  A  presentation 
wiU  be  made  by  the  Ken¬ 
nedy  Space  Center  on 
their  planned  role  re¬ 
garding  shuttle  payload 
operations. 


6:00  pm _  Adjourn. 

Ape.  16,  1977 

8:30  »- TTi _  Universities  Space  Re¬ 


search  Association 
(VSRA)  The  U8RA  will 
make  a  presentation  re¬ 
garding  Its  present  ac¬ 
tivities  and  future  plans 
on  space  science. 


9:16  am _  VSRA.  The  Committee  will 

fUsriiM  the  previous 
USRA  presentation. 

10:16  a.m _  Dynamic  Explorer.  A  pres¬ 

entation  wUl  be  made  on 
the  current  OSS  plan¬ 
ning  of  the  Dynamic  Ex- 


Time  Topic 

plorer,  followed  by  dis¬ 
cussion. 

10:46  am _  General  relativity  at  f/ASA. 


OSS  WlU  make  a  presen¬ 
tation  to  the  Committee 
on  Its  role  In  the  study 
of  general  relativity,  fol¬ 
lowed  by  discussion. 

11:30  am _  Lunar-planetary  and  as¬ 

trophysics  in  OSS.  The 
Committee  Chairman, 
Dr.  George  B.  Field,  will 
present  his  views  re¬ 
garding  the  Interface  be¬ 
tween  lunar-planetary 
and  astrophysics  divi¬ 
sions  In  OSS. 

1:30  p.m -  Concluding  discussion  and 

writing  session  The 
members  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  wUl  use  this  pe¬ 
riod  to  conclude  dis¬ 
cussions  and  document 
recommendations. 

4:00  p.m _  Adjourn. 

John  M.  Coulter, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs. 

March  14. 1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-7993  FUed  3-17-77:8:46  amj 
(Notice  77-171 

SPACE  PROGRAM  ADVISORY  COUNCIL; 

APPLICATIONS  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The  ad  hoc  Informal  Subcommittee  on 
Satellite  Telecommunications  of  the 
SPAC  Applications  Committee  will  meet 
on  March  25,  1977,  at  NASA  Headquar¬ 
ters,  Federal  Office  Building  lOB,  Room 
226A.  600  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  This  notice  covers  an 
emergency  session  of  the  Subcommittee 
to  meet  a  May  1,  1977,  deadline  set  by 
the  Office  of  Applications  top  manage¬ 
ment  to  provide  a  preliminary  recom¬ 
mendation  on  the  scope  of  NASA’s  satel¬ 
lite  communications  program.  At  least 
two  meetings  are  required  to  meet  the 
May  1  deadline,  one  in  March  and  one 
In  April  1977.  The  tardiness  in  arrival  of 
the  final  r^ort  the  National  Research 
Council-Space  Applications  Bocu’d  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Satellite  Communications,  the 
background  report  for  the  subcommittee; 
the  complexity  of  the  travel  plans  (both 
domestic  and  foreign)  of  the  partici¬ 
pants;  and  the  objective  of  convening 
the  maximum  number  of  participants  on 
a  given  date  delayed  the  establishment 
of  the  final  date  for  the  March  meeting. 

Members  of  the  public  will  be  admitted 
to  the  meeting  at  9:00  ajn.  on  a  first- 
come,  first-served  basis.  The  seating  ca¬ 
pacity  of  the  room  Is  35  people.  Visitors 
will  be  requested  to  sign  a  visitor’s 
ireglster. 

This  Subcommittee,  comprised  of  7 
members  including  the  Chairman,  Mr. 
Thomas  Rogers,  serves  In  an  advisory 
capacity  only  and  will  recommend  a  sat¬ 
ellite  telecommunications  program  to 
NASA. 

For  further  information  regarding  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Mr.  Lduls  B.  C. 
Fong,  (202)  755-8617.  The  approved 
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agenda  for  the  meeting  on  March  25, 
1977,  Is  as  follows: 


Tim*  Topi* 

9:00  a.in _ _  Opening  remarks  bj  chair* 

man. 

9:30  ajn _  Satellite  teleoommunica- 


tiona  program.  The  re¬ 
port  of  the  National 
Research  Council-Space 
AppUcatlona  Board  Com¬ 
mittee  on  satellite  com¬ 
munications  (CSC)  will 
be  reviewed  and  dis¬ 
cussed  and  a  plan 
evolved  on  how  the  sub¬ 
committee  will  proceed 
to  formulate  a  recom¬ 
mended  satellite  tele¬ 
communications  pro¬ 
gram  for  NASA. 

4:00  p.m _  Adjourn. 

John  M.  Coulter. 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator, 
for  DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs. 

March  14.  1977. 

(PR  DOC.T7-7995  Piled  3  17-77; 8  45  am] 


(Notice  77-19) 

SUPERCRITICAL  WING  PATENT 

Intent  To  Adopt  Special  Patent  License 
Plan;  Extension  of  Time 

This  Notice  is  to  amend  a  portion  of 
the  Notice  which  appeared  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  February  14,  1977,  Vol.  42, 
No.  30,  page  9066,  NoUce  No.  77-8,  re¬ 
garding  the  intent  (rf  the  National  Aero¬ 
nautics  and  Space  Administration  to 
adopt  a  special  license  plan  for  the  super¬ 
critical  vrtng  patent,  U.S.  Patent  No.  3,- 
952,971  covering  an  invention  entitled 
“Airfoil  l^ape  for  Flight  at  Subsonic 
Speeds.”  The  closing  date  for  comments 
should  be  changed  from  March  18,  1977 
to  April  18,  1977.  All  other  information 
in  the  Notice  remains  the  same. 

Dated:  March  14. 1977. 

Gerald  J.  Mossincuoff, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.77-7994  FUed  3-17-77,8:45  am) 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
POLICY  STUDY  COMMISSION 

PAST  ACCOMPLISHMENTS  AND  FUTURE 
PLANS 

Annual  Review 

Pursuant  to  OMB  Circular  No.  A-63. 
Transmittal  Memorandum  No.  5,  the  Na- 
tlmial  Transportation  Policy  Study  Com¬ 
mission  is  conducting  an  annual  com- 
prehmsive  review  of  its  past  accom¬ 
plishments  and  future  plans.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  Commisslcm  is  soliciting 
public  comment  on  the  importance  and 
scope  of  the  Commission’s  mandate,  its 
future  plans  and  past  achievements. 
Comments  should  be  sent  to  Edward  R. 
Hamberger,  £^>ecial  Assistant  to  the 
Chairman,  and  must  be  received.  In 
writing  no  later  than  April  8,  1977. 

Dated:  March  11. 1977. 

Bud  &nrsTER, 
Chairman. 

(PR  Doc.77-8030  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

NRC’S  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Review 

This  is  to  aimounce  that  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  Is  seeking  pub¬ 
lic  comment  in  connection  with  the  an¬ 
nual  comprehensive  review  of  advisory 
committees  now  being  imdertaken  as 
directed  by  the  President’  on  February 
25.  1977  and  in  accordance  with  OCRce 
of  Management  and  Budget  guidance 
provided  in  Circular  No.  A-63,  Trans¬ 
mittal  Memorandum  No.  5,  dated  March 
7, 1977. 

All  agencies  have  been  directed  to  con¬ 
duct  this  government-wide  zero-base 
review  taking  into  accoimt  the  follow¬ 
ing  considerations:  (1)  is  there  a  com¬ 
pelling  need  for  each  committee,  because, 
for  example,  the  information  or  advice 
cannot  be  obtained  from  other  sources 
within  the  agency  or  other  agencies;  (2) 
does  each  committee  have  truly  bal¬ 
anced  membership  in  terms  of  points  of 
view  represented  and  functions  to  be 
performed;  and  (3)  does  each  commit¬ 
tee  conduct  its  business  as  openly  sis 
possible  consistent  with  the  law  and  its 
mandate. 

The  NRC  is  now  in  the  process  of  con¬ 
ducting  this  review  for  its  two  sulvisory 
committees,  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Resu;tor  Safeguards  and  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Medical  Uses  of  Iso¬ 
topes.  A  brief  description  of  the  com¬ 
mittees  follows; 

a.  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe- 
guards.  This  committee  was  established  by 
Section  29  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  to  review  safety  studies  and 
facility  license  applications  and  to  advise 
the  Commission  with  regard  to  the  hazards 
of  proposed  or  exLstlng  reactor  faculties  and 
the  adequacy  of  proposed  reactor  safety 
standards.  It  Is  composed  of  a  maximum 
of  fifteen  members  who  represent  diverse 
scientific  and  engineering  specialties  relat¬ 
ing  to  nuclear  reactor  design,  construction 
and  operation.  This  committee,  its  subcom¬ 
mittees  and  working  groups  hold  approxi¬ 
mately  110  meetings  annually  and  issue 
about  60  reports. 

b.  Advisory  Committee  on  Medical  Uses 
of  Isotopes.  This  committee  was  established 
luider  agency  authority  to  review  and  pro¬ 
vide  reconunendations  on  applications  for 
licenses  related  to  the  medical  uses  of  Iso¬ 
topes.  It  Is  composed  of  nine  members  who 
represent  various  fields  of  nuclear  medicine, 
radiology,  and  pathology.  This  committee 
provides  advice  and  recommendations  to  the 
NRC  staff  primarily  through  the  submission 
of  Individual  members’  comments  on  Ucenses 
for  new  or  complex  uses  of  radioisotopes  in 
medicine. 

The  NRC  is  required  to  complete  its 
review  and  submit  its  determination  to 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
not  later  than  April  15,  1977.  Therefore, 
any  public  comments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  concerning  NRC’s  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  should  be  provided  to  the  NRC  as 
soon  as  possible,  and  in  any  event  no 
later  than  April  4,  1977.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  should  direct  their  comments  in 
writing  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
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Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C..  this  '16th 
day  of  March  1977. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee, 
Management  Officer. 

I  PR  Doc.77  8354  Plied  3-17-77:8:45  am) 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

Tlie  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  Intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  puUic 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  March  10,  1977  (44  UB.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  coUectlon  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number (s). 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  propos^  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
newing  division  with  OMB,  and  an  In¬ 
dication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget.  Washington.  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

CNirEO  STATES  INmNATIOItAL,  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Fresh  Cut  Flower  Importers'  Questionnaire: 
Single  time.  All  importers  of  fresh  cut 
flowers.  Will  Sherman,  395-4730. 

Single  time.  Stratified  random  sample  of 
150  commercial  growers.  Will  Sherman, 
395-4730. 

DCP.ARTMXNT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service:  Rim  Cordon  Sample  Inter¬ 
view  Record,  single-time.  Recreation  users; 
Oregon  Dunes  NRA,  Sulslaw  NP,  Will  Sher¬ 
man,  Maria  Gonzalez,  395-4730. 

DEPABTMENT  OF  LABOB 

Employment  and  Training  Administration. 
Hire  Program  Proposal  and  Progress  Re- 
port/Tnventory,  ETA-167,168,  other  (see 
SP-831,  Large  Business  Plrms,  Housing, 
Veterans  and  Labor  Division,  Strasser,  A., 
395-3532. 

OEPARTMENT  OT  THE  ZNTEBIOB 
Mining  Enforcement  and  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion: 

Conditions  In  the  Active  Workings  of  the 
Coal  Mine,  2000-42,  annually,  aU  active 
underground  coal  mines,  EUett,  C.  A, 
395-5867. 

Minimum  Roof  Control  Plan  Beport,  2000- 
52.  other  (see  SP-6S),  coal  companies 
EUett.  C.  A,  395-5867. 
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Rxvisioks 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Follow-up  to  f^pllcant  for  omployment  to 
determine  current  availability,  FXj  6-20,  on 
occasion,  applicants  for  Employment,  Cay- 
wood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 

AND  WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration.  Request  for 
Medicare  Payment  of  Ambulance  Service, 
SSA  1491,  on  occasion.  Suppliers  of  Am¬ 
bulance  Services  Claiming  Suppl.  Med.  Ins., 
Housing,  Veterans  and  Labor  Division,  395- 
3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Administration  (Office  of  Ass’t  Sec’y),  Pre¬ 
liminary  Reservation  of  Contract  Authority, 
FHA-3126,  on  occasion,  sponsors  Hous¬ 
ing,  Veterans  and  Labor  Division,  395-3532. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Bridget  and  Management  Officer. 
IFR  Doc.77-8326  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  Intended  for  use  In 
collecting  Information  from  Uie  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  March  11, 1977  (44  UJS.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  In  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation:  the  agency  form  number(s). 
If  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  Information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected:  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  Issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Ws^hington,  D.C. 
20503,  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Economic  Research  Service: 

Ck>llection  of  Prices,  Margins,  and  Vol¬ 
ume  of  Movement  Data  from  Food 
Chains  and  Food  Wholesalers,  monthly, 
food  chains  and  wholesalers,  10  major 
food  distribution  market,  Strasser,  A., 
395-6867. 

Statistical  Reporting  Service: 

Survey  of  Food  Wholesalers,  single-time. 
Business  firms,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  395- 
5867. 

^DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  Education: 

Career  Education  Survey  Forms:  Process 
Data  Collection,  OE-541, 1,  2,  3,  4,  single¬ 
time,  students,  teachers,  counselors,  ad¬ 


ministrators  In  16  aebool  systems. 
Human  Resources  Division,  Baynsford, 
R.  396-3632.  , 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Departmental  and  Other: 

Intercity  Bus  Insurance  Questionnaire, 
single-time.  Intercity  bus  companies, 
Strasser,  A.,  395-6867. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service : 

Multiframe  Hog  and  Cattle  Survey,  quar¬ 
terly,  Hog  and  cattle  farmers.  Will  Sher¬ 
man,  395-4730. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  (EXCLUDING  AlD  AND 
ACTION) 

Retail  Price  Schedule,  DSP-13,  annually.  Pri¬ 
marily  retail  sales  outlets  outside  United 
States,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  395-5867. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards: 

Package  Size  Survey  Form,  NBS-181,  on  oc¬ 
casion,  State  and  local  government 
weights  and  measures  office,  Marsha 
Traynham,  395-4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Departmental  and  other: 

Youth  Attitude  Tracking  Study,  semi-an¬ 
nually,  16-21  year  old,  male  civilians, 
RlchaM  Eislnger,  395-6140. 

Department  of  Defense  Ammunition  Data 
Card,  DD1650,  on  occasion.  Commercial 
Contractors,  Warren  Topelius,  395-5872. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 

Bridget  and  Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.77-8325  Filed  3-l7-77;8:45  am] 


CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Mansigement 
and  Budget  on  March  14,  1977  (44  U.S.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number (s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected:  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  Ust  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 
AcnoH 

Service-Learning  Questionnaire,  Single- 
time  Individuals,  George  Hall,  Marla 
Gonzales,  396-6140. 


department  of  commerce 

Bureau  of  Census: 

Distribution  of  sales  by  Class  of  Customer, 
NC-K4M  and  K4S,  otiier  (see  SF-83), 
Firms  conducting  manufacturing  activ¬ 
ity,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  396-6867. 

1977  Census  of  Transportation — Commod¬ 
ity  Transportation  Survey,  TC-400  A3,C 
TC-401,  401  TC-403,  single-time.  Manu¬ 
facturing  establishments.  Mineral  Bstab- 
lishments.  Wholesalers  of  Farm  Products, 
Strasser,  A.,  395-6867. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 

AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  the  Secretary: 

HEW  Region  X  Migrant  Study:  (A)  Farm¬ 
worker  Questionnaire,  (B)  Service  Pro¬ 
vider  Questionnaire,  OS-3-77  A,B.  single¬ 
time,  migrants,  seasonal  farmworkers 
and  human  resources  providers,  housing, 
veterans  and  labor  division,  Kathy  Wall- 
man,  395-3632. 

Topic  for  Interviews  with  ( 1 )  CMHC  Staff. 
(2)  Local  Funding  Agencies,  (3)  State 
Agency,  (4)  Title  XX  Program,  OS-4-77, 
single-time.  Professional  staff  at  20 
CMHC’s  Housing,  veterans  and  labor 
division,  Reese  B.  F.,  396-3532. 

Discharged  Client  Study:  (A)  Client 
Questionnaire,  (B)  Community  Service 
Provider  Questionnaire,  (C)  Staff  Ques¬ 
tionnaire,  OS-2-77  A,B,C,  single-time, 
patients,  administrators,  staff  and  serv¬ 
ice  delivery  staff,  housing,  veterans  and 
labor  division,  Reese  B.  F.,  395-3532. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 

AND  WELFARE 

National  Center  for  Education  Statistics: 

National  A.ssessment  of  Educational 
Progress,  OE  2371,  elementary  and  sec¬ 
ondary  students,  school  officials,  yovng 
adults,  Kathy  Wallman,  395-6140. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Bridget  Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.77-8327  Filed  3-17-77; 8:46  am] 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SPECIAL  REPRE¬ 
SENTATIVE  FOR  TRADE  NEGO¬ 
TIATIONS 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR  TRADE 
NEGOTIATIONS 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  (the  Act) , 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  for  Trade 
Negotiations  will  be  held  Wednesday, 
March  30,  1977,  from  1  p.m.  to  5  p.m.  in 
Room  308  of  the  Old  Executive  Office 
Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will  be 
to  review  and  discuss  the  status  of,  and 
the  United  States  strategy  and  objec¬ 
tives  for,  the  multilateral  trade  negotia¬ 
tions  currently  imderway  in  Geneva. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
the  Act,  the  meeting  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public  because  information  fall¬ 
ing  within  the  purview  of  5  U.S.C.  552b 
(c)  (1)  (the  exception  to  the  Government 
in  the  Sunshine  Act  for  matters  spe¬ 
cifically  required  by  Executive  order  to 
be  kept  secret  in  the  interest  of  foreign 
policy)  will  be  reviewed  and  discussed. 

More  detailed  information  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  contacting  Paul  T.  O’Day, 
Assistant  Special  Representative  for 
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Trade  Negotiations,  1800  G  Street,  room 
725.  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

Paul  T.  OTUy, 
Assistant  Special  Represent¬ 
ative  for  Trade  Negotiations. 

I  PR  Doc.77-832a  PUed  3-17-77;8:46  amj 


SPECIALTY  STEEL  QUOTAS 
Reallocation 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  Special  Repre¬ 
sentative  for  Trade  Negotiations. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Shortfall  Realloca¬ 
tion  for  Specialty  Steel  Quotas. 

SUMMARY:  The  Special  Representative 
for  Trade  Negotiations  hereby  reallocates 
shortfalls  of  certain  specialty  steel  quota 
categories  as  set  forth  below. 

This  action  modifies  certain  quota 
quantities  for  the  first  restraint  period, 
June  14. 1976-June  13, 1977.  Quota  quan¬ 
tities  are  reduced  for  certain  suppliers 
who  are  not  likely  to  export  the  quantity 
of  steel  which  would  fill  the  quotas  as¬ 
signed  to  them.  The  quota  quantities  for 
other  suppliers  who  are  able  to  supply 
additional  steel  are  Increased. 


EIWKCTIVE  DATES:  The  reallocations 
which  result  In  a  reduction  of  a  quota 
quantity  shall  be  effective  upon  piibllca- 
tlon  of  this  notice  In  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  Reallocations  which  increase  a  quota 
quantity.  Including  the  separate  quota 
quantity  established  for  Austria,  shall 
be  effective  on  the  seventh  day  follow¬ 
ing  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard  Heimlich,  Office  of  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Representative  for  Trade  Negoti¬ 
ations.  Washington.  D.C..  20506.  (202- 
395-3395). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Pursuant  to  subpargaraidi  (c)  of  head- 
note  2,  subpart  A,  part  2  of  the  Appen¬ 
dix  to  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States  (TSUS)  the  Special  Representa¬ 
tive  is  authorised  to  modify  the  quota 
quantities  to  reaUocate  shortfalls  as  de¬ 
fined  by  subparagraph  (c).  I  have  de¬ 
termined  that  shortfalls  are  likely  to  oc¬ 
cur  In  items  923.20,  923.21.  923.22,  and 
923.26,  TSUS.  in  the  first  restraint  pe¬ 
riod  (June  14,  1976-June  13,  1977)  as 
follows: 


It«m 


Article 


Supplier  Sliortfall— ia 

short  tone 


928. 20  Sheet  and  strip . 

928.21  PUte..: . 

928  22  Bar . .  . 

928. 26  .\lloy  tool  steel  (excluding  bearing  steel) . 


Canada . .  t,  SOO 

CoL  2  oountriee  > . 3 

Canada _ _ —  200 

Sweden _  1, 700 

EEC* .  400 

Canada . . 400 

CoL  2  countries . 2 

Col.  2  countries .  tt 


•  Col.  2  countries  are  listed  in  general  headnote  8(e>,  TSUS. 
>  European  Economic  Commuiiity. 


Accordingly,  subpart  A,  part  2,  of  the 
Appendix  to  the  TSUS  is  amended  to 
substitute  new  quota  quantities  for  the 
first  restraint  period  (June  14,  1976- 
June  13,  1977)  for  articles  provided  for 
in  Items  923.20,  923.21,  923.22,  and  923.26, 
TSUS,  as  set  forth  below : 

A.  For  Item  923.20  (sheet  and  strip) :  (1) 
By  changing  the  quota  quantity  for  the 
European  Economic  CTommunlty  frcHn  **15.- 
800**  to  **17,041**:  (2)  By  changing  the  quota 
quantity  for  Canada  from  *‘8,800’’  to  “7,(X)0”; 
(3)  By  changing  the  quota  quantity  for  oth¬ 
er  countries  entitled  to  the  rate  of  duty  In 
rates  of  duty  column  numbered  1  from 
**2,600”  to  ‘‘3,162**:  (4)  By  changing  the  quota 
quantity  for  other  countries  from  ‘‘3”  to 
‘‘none”. 

B.  For  item  923.21  (plate) :  (1)  By  chang¬ 
ing  the  quota  quantity  for  the  European 
Economic  Community  frqm  ‘‘2.900”  to 
"4,800”;  (2)  By  changing  the  quota  quantity 
for  Canada  from  "400”  to  “200”;  (3)  By 
changing  the  quota  quantity  for  Sweden 
from  “8,300”  to  “1,600”. 

C.  For  Item  923.22  (bar) :  (1)  By  changing 
the  quota  quantity  for  the  European  Eco¬ 
nomic  Community  from  “2,800"  to  “2.100"; 
(2)  By  changing  the  quota  quantity  for 
Canada  from  “1,500”  to  “1,100“;  (8)  By 
changing  the  quota  quantity  for  Sweden 
from  “1,500”  to  "1,720“;  (4)  By  changing  the 
quota  qtiantlty  for  other  countries  entitled 
to  the  nAe  of  duty  In  rates  of  duty  cohunn 
numbered  1  from  “8.100”  to  “5,682”;  (5)  By 


changing  the  quota  quantity  for  other  coun¬ 
tries  from  "2”  to  “none”; 

D.  For  item  923.26  (alloy  tool):  (1)  By 
establishing  a  quota  quantity  for  Austria 
of  ”6”;  (2)  By  changing  the  quota  quantity 
for  other  coimtriee  from  "6”  to  "none”. 

It«n  923.26.  TSUS,  is  amended  by 
deleting  therefrom  the  parenthetical  ex¬ 
pressions  “(for  the  periods  beginning  <mi 
or  after  June  14,  1977)“,  and  “(Includ¬ 
ing  Austria  for  the  period  ending  June 
13. 1977)”. 

Alan  Wm.  Wolfp. 

Acting  Special  Representa¬ 
tive  for  Trade  Negotiations. 

[PR  Doc.77-8350  FUed  3-17-77; 8: 45  amj 

RENEGOTIATION  BOARD 

COMPENSATION  OF  GENERAL 
COUNSEL 

Pursuant  to  section  225(f)  (D)  of  Pub. 
L.  90-206  (81  Stat.  644),  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  Renegotiation  Board  shall 
receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $47.- 
500  per  annum,  effective  February  27, 
1977. 

Dated;  March  15. 1977. 

•  Goodwin  Chase. 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.77-8196  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  sm) 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  ^ 
COMMISSION 

(Release  No.  34-13355;  File  No. 

SR-DTC-77-2] 

DEPOSITORY  TRUST  CO. 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations;  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L, 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4.  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  February  24,  1977, 
the  above  mentioned  self-regulatory  or¬ 
ganization  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

Statement  or  the  Terms  or  Substancb 
or  THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  provides  for 
a  change  In  the  Pee  Schedule  for  Major 
Services,  filed  as  Form  19b-4A.  Pile  No. 
SR-NYSE-75-19: 

Long  Position  (per  month).  (Note. — $1000 
bond=:^5  shares)  .42  monthly  charge  per 
Issue  plus  price  per  100  shares  of:  .0050  for 
0-25  MM  sh.>  .0013  for  25-200MM  sh.^  .000652 
for  over  200MM  *  Zero  over  300  MM. 

Statement  or  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing 
proposed  rule  change  is  as  follows; 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  change 
In  the  Fee  Schedule  for  Major  Services  is 
to  encourage  the  immobilization  of  debt 
securities  and  Increase  DTC’s  vault  In¬ 
ventory  of  bond  certificates  available  for 
certificate  on  demand  withdrawal  re¬ 
quests. 

The  proposed  change  in  the  Pee  Sched¬ 
ule  for  Major  Services  relates  to  DTC’s 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  section  17A 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(the  Act)  by  equitably  allocating  fees 
among  DTC  Participants. 

Comments  regarding  the  reduction  in 
the  long  position  fee  for  debt  securities 
on  deposit  at  DTC  were  solicited  by  tele¬ 
phone  from  Participant  Banks  with  size¬ 
able  bond  portfolios.  No  written  responses 
were  received.  In  conversations  wltti  the 
Participants,  no  objections  to  the  new  fee 
were  raised. 

No  burden  on  competition  will  be 
caused  by  the  proposed  rule  change. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective,  pursuant  to  section  19(b)  (3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  At 
any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the  filing 
of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  summarily  abrogate  such 
rule  change  If  it  appears  to  the  (Commis¬ 
sion  that  such  acticm  is  necessary  or  ap¬ 
propriate  In  the  public  interest,  for  the 
protection  of  investors,  or  otherwise  In 
fiutherance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  ] 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 


^  Per  100  shares  based  on  dally  average  for 
the  month:  per  Iseue  charge  also  based  on] 
dally  average  for  the  month. 
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file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to 
the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  submis¬ 
sions  will  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  public  reference  rotwn, 
1100  L  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  at  the  princi¬ 
pal  oflBce  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April  8, 
1977. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  10.  1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-8014  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


[PUe  Nos.  81-252  and  3-5168] 

FORT  WORTH  STEEL  &  MACHINERY 
CO. 

Application  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 
March  9,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Fort  Worth 
Steel  b  Machinery  Company  (“Appli¬ 
cant”)  has  filed  an  application  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  12 <h)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (the 
“1934  Act”),  that  Applicant  be  granted 
an  exemption  from  filing  an  Annual  Re¬ 
port  on  Form  10-K  for  the  year  ended 
December  31,  1976  and  all  other  reports 
required  to  be  filed  pursuant  to  sections 
13  or  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act. 

Section  12(g)  of  the  1934  Act  requires 
the  registration  of  the  equity  securities 
of  every  issuer  which  is  engaged  in  a 
business  affecting  interstate  commerce, 
or  whose  securities  are  traded  by  use  of 
the  mails  or  any  means  or  instrumen¬ 
tality  of  interstate  commerce,  and  on  the 
last  day  of  the  fiscal  year  has  total  assets 
exceeding  $1  million  and  a  class  of  equity 
securities  held  of  record  by  500  or  more 
persons. 

Sections  13  and  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act 
require  that  issuers  of  securities  regis¬ 
tered  pursuant  to  section  12  or  that  have 
filed  a  registration  statement  that  has 
become  effective  pursuant  to  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933,  must  file  certain  periodic 
reports  with  the  Commission  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors  and  to  insure  fair 
dealing  in  the  security. 

Section  12(h)  of  the  1934  Act  em¬ 
powers  the  Commission  to  exempt,  in 
whole,  or  in  part,  any  issuer  or  class  of 
issuers  from  the  provisions  of  sections 
12(g).  13.  14  or  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act,  if 
the  Commission  finds,  by  reason  of  the 
number  of  public  investors,  amount  of 
trading  Interest  in  the  securities,  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  activities  of  the 
Issuer,  Inccwne  or  otherwise,  that  such 
exemption  is  not  inconsistent  with  the 
public  Interest  or  protection  of  investors. 

The  Applicant  states,  in  part: 

1.  Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Texas. 

2.  Prior  to  a  tender  offer  by  Houdaille 
Industries,  Inc.  (“Houdaille”) ,  Applicant 


NOTICES 


had  one  class  of  equity  securities  regis¬ 
tered  imder  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 

3.  Prior  to  the  tender  offer.  Applicant 
was  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section 
15(d)  of  the  1934  Act  and  its  common 
stock  was  registered  pursuant  to  section 
12(g)  of  the  1934  Act. 

4.  As  a  result  of  the  tender  offer,  the 
Applicant  became  a  98% -owned  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Houdaille. 

In  the  absence  of  an  exemption.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  required  to  file  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  13  and  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder,  an 
Annual  Report  on  Form  10-K  for  the 
year  ending  December  31, 1976.  Applicant 
believes  that  its  request  for  an  order 
exempting  it  from  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  13  and  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act  is  ap¬ 
propriate  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Appli¬ 
cant  believes  that  the  time,  effort  and 
expense  involved  in  preparation  of  addi¬ 
tional  periixlic  reports  would  be  dis¬ 
proportionate  to  any  benefit  to  the 
public. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
information  presented,  all  persons  are 
referred  to  said  application  which  is  on 
file  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  at 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  not  later  than  April  4,  1977 
may  submit  to  the  Commission  in  writing 
his  views  or  any  substantial  facts  bearing 
on  this  application  or  the  desirability  of 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  or  request  should  be  addressed : 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20549,  and  should 
state  briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of 
the  person  submitting  such  information 
or  requesting  the  hearing,  the  reason  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  and 
law  raised  by  the  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  or¬ 
dered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  an  order 
granting  the  application  may  be  issued 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 
own  motion. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8010  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


[Rel.  No.  19928;  70-5982] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO. 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Short-Term 
Notes  to  Banks 

March  10, 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Metro¬ 
politan  Edison  Company  (“Met-Ed”), 
2800  Pottsville  Pike,  Muhlenberg  Town¬ 
ship,  Berks  County,  Pennsylvania  19605. 
an  electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
General  Public  Utilities  Corporation,  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed  an 
application  with  this  Ccnnmlsslon  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 


pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating 
section  6(b)  of  the  Act  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transaction.  All  Interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transaction. 

Met-Ed  requests  that,  for  the  period 
commencing  on  the  date  of  any  order 
granting  this  application,  and  ending 
December  31,  1977,  it  be  permitted  from 
time  to  time  to  issue  or  renew  notes,  of 
a  maturity  of  nine  months  or  less, 
evidencing  short-term  bank  borrowings 
provided  that  the  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  such  notes  to  be  outstanding 
at  any  one  time  shall  not  exceed  the 
lesser  of  (A)  $89,000,000,  or  (B)  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  sum  of  (i)  the  principal 
amount  of  Met-Ed’s  outstanding  first 
mortgage  bonds  and  debentures,  (ii)  the 
par  value  of  Met-Ed’s  outstanding  pre¬ 
ferred  stock,  (iii)  the  par  value  of  Met- 
Ed’s  outstanding  common  stock,  and  (iv) 
the  capital  surplus,  of  Met-Ed.  Said 
aggregate  principal  amount  shall  be  re¬ 
duced  by  the  net  proceeds,  if  any, 
received  by  Met-Ed  during  1977  from  the 
transfers  of  ownership  interest  in  certain 
nuclear  generating  stations  as  described 
in  the  separate  application  docketed  in 
File  No.  70-5951.  If  such  proposed  trans¬ 
fers  are  consummated,  Med-Ed  expects 
that  such  short-term  bank  borrowings 
would  not  exceed  approximately 
$51,000,000. 

The  new  notes  will  bear  interest  at  the 
prime  rate,  which  may  be  the  floating 
rate  of  the  lending  bank,  for  commercial 
borrowing  at  the  date  of  issue  of  such 
note,  will  mature  not  more  than  nine 
months  from  the  date  of  issue,  will  be 
prepayable  at  any  time,  without  pre¬ 
mium,  and  will  not  be  issued  as  a  part 
of  a  public  offering.  Although  no  com¬ 
mitments  or  agreements  for  such 
borrowings  have  been  made,  Met-Ed 
expects  that,  as  and  to  the  extent  that 
its  cash  needs  require,  borrowings  will 
be  effected  from  among  36  designated 
banks.  It  is  stated  that  the  banks  gen¬ 
erally  require  compensating  balances 
ranging  from  a  minimum  of  10  percent 
of  the  line  of  credit  to  a  maximum  of  10 
percent  of  the  line  plus  10  percent  of  the 
loan  outstanding.  Assuming  a  6*4  per¬ 
cent  prime  rate  and  a  20  percent  com-' 
pensating  balance,  the  effective  interest 
rate  to  be  paid  by  Met-Ed  is  7.81  percent. 

Met-Ed  proposes  to  utilize  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  proposed  borrowings  to 
provide  funds  for  its  short-term  work¬ 
ing  capital  requirements,  including  re¬ 
payment  of  other  short-term  borrowings, 
and  to  provide  a  temporary  source  of 
funds  for  construction  expenditures. 

The  application  states  that  Met-Ed’s 
expenses  incident  to  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  are  estimated  at  $9,500,  includ¬ 
ing  legal  fees  of  $7,000,  and  that  no  state 
commission  and  no  federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  them  April  4. 
1977,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing  be 
held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  nature 
of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  re- 
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quest,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  raised 
by  said  application  which  he  desires  to 
controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such  request 
should  be  served  personsdly  or  by  mail 
upon  the  applicant  at  the  above-stated 
address,  and  pnxrf  of  service  (by  affida¬ 
vit  or.  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by 
certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
application  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided  in 
Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  promul^ted  under  the  Act,  or  the 
Commission  may  grant  exemption  from 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a> 
and  100  thereof  mr  take  such  other  ac¬ 
tion  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive 
any  notices  and  orders  issued  in  this  mat¬ 
ter,  including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponement  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  DOC  77-8011  Piled  3-17-77;8:45  am] 

(Release  No.  34-13337;  Pile  No.  SR-MSTC- 
77-1 J 

MIDWEST  SECURITIES  TRUST  CO. 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations;  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15  U.S.C. 
78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  No. 
94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  March  1,  1977,  the  above 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization 
filed  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  a  proposed  rule  change  as 
follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
OF  THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  Operating  Procedures  (Proce¬ 
dures)  of  The  Midwest  Securities  Trust 
Company  (MSTC)  which  defines  MSTC’s 
fees  for  services  shall  be  amended  by 
adding  the  following  provision  at  the 
end  thereof: 

No  clearing  agency  which  has  been 
granted  reglstraticm  as  a  clearing  agency 
by  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  19(a)  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  which  (i) 
acts  as  a  securities  depository  in  that  it 
holds  securities  in  custody  tor  its  partici¬ 
pants  and  completes  book-entry  deliv¬ 
eries  of  securities  pursuant  to  instruc¬ 
tions  of  the  participants,  (il)  is  organized 
under  state  law  as  a  trust  company,  (iii) 
does  not  seek  to  profit  from  services  to 
participants  and  (Iv)  interfaces  with 
other  such  entities  for  the  purpose  of 
permitting  its  participants  to  effect  book- 
entry  deliveries  ol  securities  to  partici¬ 
pants  in  another  such  entity  (a  “regis¬ 
tered  securities  depository")  shall  be  ob¬ 
ligated  to  pay  fees  for  MSTC  services 


other  than  the  fees  designated  herein  for 
Withdrawals  by  Transfer  and  With¬ 
drawal  of  Nominee  Certificates:  Pro¬ 
vided.  however.  That  such  registered  se¬ 
curities  depository  maintains  securities 
in  custody  for  MSTC’s  account  and 
charges  MSTC  fees  only  for  withdrawal 
services  for  which  MSTC  charges  fees 
to  it. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  fore¬ 
going  proposed  rule  change  is  a  follows: 

Rule  changes  like  that  proposed  have 
been  agreed  to  jointly  and  are  concur¬ 
rently  being  proposed  by  Depository 
Trust  Company  (DTC)  and  Pacific  Se¬ 
curities  Depository  Trust  Company 
(PSDTC),  which,  if  such  rule  changes 
become  effective,  will  be  registered  se¬ 
curities  depositories  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  MSTC’s  proposed  rule  change. 
MSTC.  DTC  and  PSDTC  are  the  only 
trust  company  registered  clearing  agen¬ 
cies  which  at  this  time  maintain  inter¬ 
faces  with  each  other. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  establish  a  uniform  basis  for 
inter-depository  fees  within  a  national 
depository  system.  While  each  of  DTC 
and  PSDTC  may  have  reservations  re¬ 
garding  these  rule  changes,  as  does 
MSTC,  the  three  depositories  have 
agreed  thereto  in  light  of  their  unique 
relationship  and  in  order  to  serve  that 
purpose. 

MSTC.  DTC  and  PSDTC  interface 
with  each  other  as  participants  in  each 
other's  systems  whereby  each  system 
acts  as  a  custodian  for  the  other  system. 
’They  do  so  in  order  to  provide  a  national 
depository  system  for  the  benefit  of  their 
participants.  Such  interfaces,  for  exsun- 
ple,  make  it  possible  for  a  participant 
in  one  depository  to  make  book-entry 
deliveries  of  securities  to  a  participant 
in  another  system,  thereby  r^uclng  the 
cost  and  improving  safety  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  participants’  transactions.  ’ 

Such  deliveries  between  participants 
in  different  systems  require  that  each 
system  record  the  transaction,  including 
records  of  the  other  depository’s  involve¬ 
ment.  and  require  clerical  action  by  each 
depository  subsequent  to  such  deliveries. 

Depositories  initiate  such  deliveries 
only  upon  instructions  of  their  partici¬ 
pants  but.  in  completing  such  instruc¬ 
tions,  may  be  required  to  pay  charges 
levied  by  the  other  depository  on  all  par¬ 
ticipants  in  that  depository.  Further¬ 
more,  as  a  consequence  of  such  deliver¬ 
ies,  a  depository  may  have  to  pay  an¬ 
other  depository’s  charge  for  custody  of 
securities  credited  to  its  account  and 
for  withdrawing  securities  which  it 
might  require  at  its  location. 

While  experience  indicates  that 
charges  between  one  depository  and  an¬ 
other  tend  to  cancel  each  other  out,  they 
do  not  do  so  entirely  and  some  imbal¬ 
ance  in  charges  may  nonetheless  exist. 
While  each  depository  should  be  free 
to  establish  appropriate  uniform  charges 
to  its  participants — charges  which  may 
result  in  the  small  imbalance  in  interde¬ 
pository  charges  mentioned  above — the 
policy  proposed  here  is  intended  virtual¬ 
ly  to  eliminate  these  imbalances. 


Under  the  proposed  rule  registered 
securities  depMSsltories  would  not  charge 
each  other  for  delivery,  custody,  or  usage 
services.  Their  respective  service  charges 
would  be  applicable  only  to  withdrawals 
of  securities,  an  exception  designed  to 
encourage  a  minimum  of  such  with¬ 
drawals. 

The  proposed  rule  change  relates  to 
the  perfection  of  the  mechanism  of  a 
national  system  for  the  prompt  and  ac¬ 
curate  clearance  and  settlement  of  se¬ 
curities  transcations. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received  by  the  Midwest  Securities 
'Trust  Company. 

While  it  may  be  perceived  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  constitutes  a  bur¬ 
den  on  cc»npetlti(m  because  participants 
in  MSTC  other  than  registered  securities 
depositories  would  pay  fees  for  the  serv¬ 
ices  for  which  registered  securities  de¬ 
positories  would  not  pay  fees,  any  such 
perception  would  be  based  upon  the  ex¬ 
isting  competition  between  such  partici¬ 
pants  and  registered  securities  deposi¬ 
tories.  While  it  is  not  believed  that  such 
competition  exists  between  present  par¬ 
ticipants  and  registered  securities  de¬ 
positories,  i'  it  does  exist  or  if  it  exists 
between  future  participants  and  regis¬ 
tered  securities  depositories,  any  burden 
on  such  competition  is  appropriate  in 
furtherance  of  the  finding  of  Congress 
set  forth  in  section  17A(a)(l)(D)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
that: 

The  linking  of  all  clearance  and  settle¬ 
ment  facilities  and  the  development  of  uni¬ 
form  standards  and  procedures  for  clear¬ 
ance  and  settlement  wUl  reduce  unnecessary 
costs  and  increase  the  protection  of  Inves¬ 
tors  and  persons  facilitating  transactions 
by  and  acting  on  behalf  of  investors. 

and  the  direction  to  the  Commission  in 
section  17A('o>  <2)  of  said  Act  that  it 

use  Ite  authority  under  this  title  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  establishment  of  a  national  sys¬ 
tem  for  prompt  and  accurate  clearance  and 
settlement  of  transactions  in  securities 
*  *  *  in  accordance  with  the  findings  and 
to  carry  out  the  objectives  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  (1)  of  the  subsection. 

On  or  before  April  22,  1977,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (!'  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons  for 
so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the  above- 
mentioned  self -regulatory  organization 
consents,  the  Commission  will : 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  8  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission.  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission.  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
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Room,  1100  L  Street,  N.W„  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  Inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  self -regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  In  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April  8, 
1977. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  7, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-8015  Piled  3-17-77:8:45  amj 


[Release  No.  13348;  SR-MSRB-76-81 

MUNICIPAL  SECURITIES  RULEMAKING 
BOARD 

Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 
March  9, 1977. 

On  August  5,  1976,  the  Municipal 
Securities  Rulemsiklng  Board  (the 
"MSRB”),  Suite  507,  1150  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036, 
filed  with  the  Commission,  pursuant  to 
section  19(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Securities  Acts  Amendments  of  1975, 
and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder,  proposed 
rules  G-13  and  G-14.  The  purpose  of 
the  proposed  rules  Is  to  establish  uniform 
rules  applicable  to  municipal  securities 
brokers  and  municipal  securities  dealers 
and  their  associated  persons  with  respect 
to  the  dissemination  of  quotations  re¬ 
lating  to  mimlcipal  securities  and  reports 
of  municipal  securities  transactions. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rules  together 
with  the  terms  of  substance  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules  was  given  by  publication  of 
a  CTommlssion  Release  (Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  12696,  (August  6, 
1976) )  and  by  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (41  FR  34715,  (August  16, 
1976) ) .  An  amendment,  containing  tech¬ 
nical  drafting  changes  to  proposed  rule 
G-13,  was  filed  by  the  MSRD  on  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1976.  The  text  of  the  rules  is  as 
follows: 

Rule  G-13.  Quotations  Relating  to 
Municipal  Securities 

(s)  General.  The  provisions  of  this  rule 
■haU  apply  to  aU  quotations  relating  to 
municipal  securities  which  are  distributed  or 
published,  or  caused  to  be  distributed  or 
published,  by  any  municipal  securities 
broker  or  municipal  securities  dealer  or  any 
person  associated  with  and  acting  on  behalf 
of  a  municipal  securities  broker  municipal 
securities  dealer.  For  purposes  of  this  rule, 
the  term  "quotation”  shall  mean  any  bid 
for,  or  offer  of,  municipal  securities,  or  any 
request  for  bids  for  or  offers  of  municipal 
securities,  including  Indications  of  "bid 
wanted”  or  “offer  wanted.”  The  terms  "dis¬ 
tributed”  or  “published”  shall  mean  the 
dtssemlnation  of  quotations  by  any  means  of 
communication.  Reference  in  this  rule  to  a 
municipal  securities  broker  or  municipal 
securities  dealer  shall  be  deemed  to  Include 
reference  to  any  person  associated  with  a 
municipal  seeuiiUes  broker  or  municipal 
securities  dealer. 


(b)  Bona  Fide  Quotations.  (1)  Except  as 
provided  below,  no  municipal  secuiitlee 
broker  or  municipal  securities  dealer  shall 
distribute  or  publish,  or  cause  to  be  distrib¬ 
uted  or  published,  any  quotation  relating 
to  municipal  securities,  unless  the  quotation 
represents  a  bona  fide  bid  for,  or  offer  of, 
municipal  securities  by  such  municipal 
securities  broker  or  municipal  securities 
dealer:  Provided,  however.  That  all  quota¬ 
tions,  unless  otherwise  indicated  at  the  time 
made,  shall  be  subject  to  prior  purchase  or 
sale  and  to  subsequent  change  in  price.  If 
such  municipal  securities  broker  or  munici¬ 
pal  securities  dealer  Is  distributing  or  pub¬ 
lishing  the  quotation  on  behalf  of  another 
broker,  dealer,  or  municipal  securities 
dealer,  such  municipal  securities  broker  or 
municipal  securities  dealer  shall  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  such  quotation  does 
not  represent  a  bona  fide  bid  for,  or  offer  of, 
municipal  securities.  Nothing  in  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  requests 
for  bids  €»■  offers,  including  Indications  of 
“bid  wanted”  or  “offer  wanted,”  or  shall  be 
construed  to  prohibit  nominal  quotations,  if 
such  quotations  are,  at  the  time  made, 
clearly  stated  or  Indicated  to  be  such.  For 
purposes  of  this  paragraph,  a  “nominal 
quotation”  shall  mean  an  Indication  of  the 
price  given  solely  for  Informational  purposes. 

(11)  No  municipal  securities  broker  or 
municipal  securities  dealer  shall  distribute 
or  publish,  or  cause  to  be  distributed  or  pub¬ 
lished,  any  quotation  relating  to  mimiclpal 
securities,  unless  the  price  stated  In  the 
quotation  is  based  on  the  best  Judgment  of 
such  municipal  securities  broker  or  munici¬ 
pal  securities  dealer  of  the  fair  market  value 
of  the  securities  which  are  the  subject  of  the 
quotation  at  the  time  the  quotation  is  made. 
If  a  municipal  securities  broker  or  municipal 
securities  dealer  Is  distributing  or  publish¬ 
ing  a  quotation  on  behalf  of  another  broker, 
dealer,  or  municipal  securities  dealer,  such 
municipal  securities  broker  or  municipal 
securities  dealer  shall  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  price  stated  in  the  quota¬ 
tion  is  not  based  on  the  best  Judgment  of  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  securities  of  the 
broker,  dealer  or  municipal  securities  dealer 
on  whose  behalf  such  municipal  securities 
broker  or  tnunlcii>al  securities  dealer  is  dis¬ 
tributing  or  publishing  the  quotation. 

(Hi)  For  purposes  of  subparagraph  (i),  a 
quotation  shall  be  deemed  to  represent  "a 
“bona  fide  bid  for,  or  offer  of,  municipal 
securities”  if  the  municipal  securities  broker 
or  municipal  securities  dealer  making  the 
quotation  is  prepared  to  purchase  of  sell  the 
security  which  is  the  subject  of  the  quota¬ 
tion  at  the  price  stated  in  the  quotation  and 
imder  such  conditions,  if  any,  as  are  specified 
at  the  time  the  quotation  is  made. 

(c)  Multiple  Markets  in  the  Same  Securi¬ 
ties.  No  municipal  securities  broker  or  muni¬ 
cipal  securities  dealer  participating  in  a  Joint 
account  shall,  together  with  one  or  more 
other  participants  in  such  account,  distri¬ 
bute  or  publish,  or  cause  to  be  distributed  or 
published,  quotations  relating  to  the  muni¬ 
cipal  securities  which  are  the  subject  of  such 
accoimt  if  such  quotations  indicate  more 
than  one  market  for  the  same  securities. 

Rule  G-14.  Reports  or  Sales 
OR  Purchases 

No  municipal  securities  broker  or  munici¬ 
pal  securities  dealer  or  person  associated 
with  a  municipal  securities  broker  or  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  dealer  shall  distribute  or 
publish,  or  cause  to  be  distributed  or  pub¬ 
lished,  any  report  of  a  purchase  or  sale  of 
municipal  securities,  unless  such  municipal 
securities  broker  or  municipal  securities 
dealer  or  associated  person  knows  or  has 
reason  to  believe  that  the  purchase  or  sale 


was  actually  effected  and  has  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  reported  transaction  Is  fic¬ 
titious  or  In  furtherance  of  any  fraudulent, 
deceptive  or  manipulative  purpose.  For  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  rule,  the  terms  "distributed”  or 
"published”  shall  mean  the  dissemination 
of  a  report  by  any  means  of  communication. 

The  Ccwnmission  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules  are  consistent  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder  applicable  to  the 
MSRB,  and  in  particular,  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  15B  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  Pursuant  to 
section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rules  be,  and 
hereby  are,  approved. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8012  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  13349;  SR-MSRB-77-2 ] 

MUNICIPAL  SECURITIES  RULEMAKING 
BOARD 

Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 
March  9,  1977. 

The  Municipal  Securities  Rulemaking 
Board  (the  “MSRB”),  Suite  507,  1150 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036,  has  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  pursuant  to  section  19(b)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”)  as  amended  by  the  Securities 
Acts  Amendments  of  1975,  and  Rule 
19b-4  thereimder,  copies  of  a  proposed 
rule  change  to  provide  a  proc^ure  for 
the  nomination  and  election  of  succes¬ 
sor  members  of  the  MSRB. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change,  as 
originally  filed  on  January  19,  1977,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  terms  of  substance 
thereof  was  given  by  publication  of  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  13196 
(January  21, 1977)  and  by  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (42  PR  5168  (Jan¬ 
uary  27,  1977)).  On  February  15,  1977, 
the  MSRB  filed  substantive  amendments 
to  the  proposed  rule  change  to  provide 
for  Increased  Industry  participation  in 
the  nomination  and  election  process.* 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change  as 
amended  together  with  the  terms  of  sub¬ 
stance  thereof  was  given  by  publication 
of  Securities  Plxchange  Act  Release  No. 
13246  (February  15.  1977)  and  by  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
10378  (February  22,  1977)). 


*Rule  A-3(d)  provides  that  twenty  per¬ 
cent  of  municipal  securities  brokers  and 
municipal  securities  dealers  who  have  paid 
the  initial  fee  required  by  MSRB  rule  A-12 
may  nominate  additional  broker-dealer  rep¬ 
resentative  or  bank  representative  candi¬ 
dates.  After  the  MSRB  gains  experience  with 
the  procedures  contained  In  the  proposed 
rule  change.  It  may  be  necessary  to  consider 
whether  the  percentage  required  to  nomi¬ 
nate  additional  candidates  should  be  low- 
wed  to  assure  fair  representation  and 
whether  for  the  same  reason  a  petitioning 
procedure  should  be  established  to  permit 
the  nomination  of  additional  public  repre¬ 
sentative  candidates. 
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The  Commission  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change,  as  amended.  Is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  requirements  of  the  Act 
end  the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  the  MSRB,  and  in  particu¬ 
lar.  the  requirements  of  section  15B  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereimder. 

Further,  the  Commission  finds  good 
cause  for  approving  the  proposed  rule 
change  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  after 
the  date  of  publication  of  notice  of  filing 
of  substantive  amendments  thereto, 
since,  under  the  rule,  as  approved,  the 
MSRB  is  required  to  take  certain  actions 
by  March  15,  1977  and  early  approval  is 
necessary  to  allow  the  MSRB  the  time 
necessary  to  Implement  its  nomination 
and  election  procedures. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act.  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  inile  change, 
as  amended  (the  text  of  which  is  set 
forth  in  42  FR  10378  (February  22, 
1977))  be  and  hereby  is.  approved. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8013  Plied  3-17-77;8:45  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

I  License  No.  03/03-0127] 

AMERICAN  VENTURE  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Application  of  a  License  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company  (SBiC) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  of 
an  application  with  the  Small  Business 
Administration  (SBA) ,  pursuant  to 
S  107.102  of  the  Regulations  (13  CFR 
107.102  (1976)),  under  the  name  of 
American  Venture  Capital  Company, 
Suite  200,  Axe  Wood  West,  Sklppack  and 
Butler  Pikes,  Ambler,  Pennsylvania 
19002,  for  a  license  to  operate  in  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  as  an 
SBIC,  imder  the  provisions  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958  (Act), 
as  amended,  (15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.). 

The  proposed  officers  and  directors  and 
major  stockholders  are  as  follows: 

1.  Claire  A.  Snyder,  Chairman  of  the  Board. 
President,  4  Northfleld  Road,  Wyomtsslng 
Hllla,  Pa.  19600. 

2.  Knute  C.  Albrecht,  Vice  President,  1136 
Strathmann  Drive,  Southampton.  Pa., 
18966. 

3.  David  M.  Gilson,  Vice  President,  Chief 
Executive.  Director.  P.O.  Box  192,  Main 
Street,  Wycombe,  Pa.  18980. 

4.  James  B.  Bishop,  Treasurer,  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary,  2016  Reading  Boulevard,  Hunlngton 
Valley,  Pa.  19006. 

6.  Ernest  M.  Zollers,  Secretary,  Director,  307 
N.  Trooper  Road,  Norristown,  Pa.  19401. 

6.  Sidney  D.  Kline,  Jr.,  Director,  21  Merry- 
mount  Road,  Reading,  Pa.  19609. 

7.  RusseU  J.  KunkM,  Director,  521  N.  26th 
Street,  Reading,  Pa.  19606. 

8.  Samuel  A.  McCullough,  Director,  922  Sim- 
nyalde  Avenue,  Wyomlaslng,  Pa.  19600. 

0.  Ben  T.  C^ralg,  Director,  1346  Reading  Bou¬ 
levard,  Wyomiaslng,  Pa.  19006. 

10.  Jay  S.  Wilmoyer.  Director.  441  March 
Street.  Shllllngton,  Pa.  19607. 

American  Buslneas  Credit  Corporation.  100%. 

The  stock  will  all  be  owned  by  Ameri¬ 
can  Business  Credit  Corporation,  a  99.957 


percent  owned  subsidiary  of  American 
Bank  and  Trust  Compcmy  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  with  assets  over  $1,000,000,000,  and 
with  over  2,500  shareholders  of  record. 

The  Applicant  will  begin  operations 
with  a  capitalization  of  $1,000,000,  which 
will  be  a  source  of  equity  capital  and 
long-term  loans  for  qualified  small  busi¬ 
ness  concerns  in  diversified  industries. 
In  addition  to  financial  assistance,  the 
Applicant  will  provide  consulting  serv¬ 
ices  to  its  clients. 

The  Applicant  will  conduct  its  opera¬ 
tions  principally  in  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania  and  in  other  areas 
wherever  the  need  may  arise. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  Applicant  include  the  general 
reputation  and  character  of  the  proposed 
owners  and  mansigement,  including  ade¬ 
quate  profitability  and  financial  soimd- 
ness  in  accordance  with  the  Act  and 
Regulations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  not  later  than 
March  28, 1977  submit  written  comments 
on  the  proposed  company  to  the  Eieputy 
Associate  Administrator  for  Investment, 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  “L” 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  59.011,  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies) 

Dated;  March  11. 1977. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 

for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc  77-7977  Filed  3-17-77:8:46  am] 


[License  No.  05  05-5109] 

SC  OPPORTUNITIES,  INC. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Conflict  of  Interest  Transaction 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  SC  Oppor¬ 
tunities  (licensee)  1112  7th  Avenue,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Wisconsin  53566  was  licensed  by  the 
Small  Business  Administration  on  Jan¬ 
uary  16, 197^,  to  operate  as  a  small  busi¬ 
ness  Investaient  company  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  Section  301(d)  of  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended  (15n.S.C.  661  etseq.). 

On  April  12,  1976,  licensee  provided 
equity  financing  to  S(X>  Albuquerque, 
Inc.  (SCOA)  a  small  business  concern. 
SCOA  is  a  Delaware  corporation  operat¬ 
ing  a  Swiss  Colony  Franchise  Store  in 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico,  SCOA  is  an 
associate  of  the  licensee  since  SCOA  was 
owned  by  SC  America,-  Inc.  (SCA) .  a  Wis¬ 
consin  Corporation.  Mr.  Ray  Kubly,  Mr. 
Robert  SMerholm  and  Mr.  Michael 
Kubly,  aU  stockholders  of  the  licensee, 
own  more  than  10  percent  each  of  the 
stock  of  SCA.  51  percent  of  the  stock 
of  SCOA  was  sold  to  Mr.  Paul  Lattin  and 
49  percent  of  the  stock  was  acquired  by 
licensee  for  $4900.  Licensee  also  provided 
financing  to  SCOA  in  the  form  of  a  Con¬ 
vertible  Note  in  the  amount  of  $10,000 
bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  9.5  percent 
annually. 

The  transaction  falls  within  the  pur¬ 
view  of  S  107.1004  of  the  regulations  be¬ 
cause  the  financing  was  used  to  acquire 


property  from  an  associate  of  the  li¬ 
censee. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
may  submit  to  SBA  written  comments, 
no  later  than  April  4, 1977  on  this  financ¬ 
ing.  Any  such  communication  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Deputy  Associate  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Investment,  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  1441  L  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D  C.  20416.  ' 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
by  the  licensee  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  As-slstance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  59.011,  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies) 

Dated:  March  14, 1977. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

(FR  Doc  77  7975  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am) 


[Ucense  No.  0505-5109] 

SC  OPPORTUNITIES,  INC. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Conflict  of  Interest  Transaction 
Notice 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  SC  Oppor¬ 
tunities  (SCOP).  1112  7th  Avenue,  Mon¬ 
roe,  Wisconsin  53566,  was  licensed  by  the 
Small  Business  Administration  on  Janu¬ 
ary  16,  1976,  to  operate  as  a  small  busi¬ 
ness  investment  company  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  Section  301(d)  of  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.). 

On  April  12,  1976,  SC  Opportunities, 
Inc.  (licensee)  provided  equity  financing 
to  SCO  Citrus  Heights,  Inc.  (Citrus)  a 
small  business  concern.  Citrus  is  a  Dela¬ 
ware  Corporation,  operating  a  Swiss 
Colony  Francise  Store  in  Citrus  Heights. 
California.  Citrus  is  an  associate  of  li¬ 
censee  since  Citrus  was  owned  by  SC 
America.  Inc.  (SCA)  a  Wisconsin  Corpo¬ 
ration.  Mr.  Ray  Mr.  Kubly,  Mr,  Robert 
Soderholm  and  Mr.  Michael  Kubly,  all 
stockholders  of  licensee,  own  more  than 
10  percent  each  of  the  stock  of  SCA. 
51  percent  of  the  stock  of  Citrus  was  sold 
to  Mr.  Bryan  L.  Clark  and  49  percent 
of  the  stock  was  acquired  by  the  licensee 
for  $4900.  In  addition,  licensee  provid^ 
financing  to  Citrus  in  the  form  of  a  con¬ 
vertible  note  in  the  amount  of  $15,000 
bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  9.5  percent 
annually. 

The  transaction  falls  within  the  pur¬ 
view  of  §  107.1004  of  the  regulations 
because  the  financing  was  used  to  ac- 
bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  9.5  percent 
licensee. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  per¬ 
son  may  submit  to  SBA  written  com¬ 
ments,  no  later  than  April  4,  1977.  on 
this  financing.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  address^  to  the  Deputy  Asso¬ 
ciate  Administrator  for  Investment, 
Small  Business  Administration.  1441  L 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
by  the  licensee  in  a  newspaper  of  gen¬ 
eral  circulation  in  Citrus  Heights,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  69.011.  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies) 

Dated:  March  14.  1977. 

Pbter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator 

for  Investment. 

[PR  D0C.T7-7976  PUed  3-17-77:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
[NoUcc  No.  77-6] 

COMMERCE  IN  EXPLOSIVES 
List  of  Explosive  Materials 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions. of  Section 
841(d)  of  Title  18.  United  States  Code, 
and  27  C^FR  181.23.  the  Director.  Bureau 
of  Alcohol.  Tobacco,  and  Firearms,  must 
publish  and  revise  at  least  annually  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  list  of  explosives 
determined  to  be  within  the  coverage  of 
18  U.S.C.  Chapter  40.  Importation,  Man¬ 
ufacture,  Distribution,  and  Storage  of 
Explosive  Materials.  This  Chapter  covers 
not  only  explosives,  but  also  blasting 
agents  and  detonators,  all  of  which  are 
defined  as  explosive  materials  in  Section 
841(c)  of  Title  18.  United  States  Code. 

Accordingly,  the  following  is  the  1977 
List  of  Explosive  Materials  subject  to  reg¬ 
ulation  under  18  U.S.C.  Chapter  40. 
which  Includes  both  the  list  of  explosives 
(including  detonators)  required  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
blasting  agents.  The  list  is  intended  to 
also  include  any  and  all  mixtures  con¬ 
taining  any  of  the  materials  in  the  list. 
Materials  constituting  blasting  agents 
are  marked  by  an  asterisk.  While  the  list 
is  comprehensive,  it  is  not  all  inclusive. 
The  fact  that  an  explosive  material  may 
not  be  on  the  list  does  not  mean  that  it  is 
not  within  the  coverage  of  the  law  if  it 
otherwise  meets  tlie  statutory  defipitions 
in  Section  841  of  Title  18,  United  States 
Code.  Explosive  materials  are  listed  al¬ 
phabetically  by  their  common  names  fol¬ 
lowed  by  chemical  names  and  ssmonyms 
in  brackets.  This  revised  list  supersedes 
the  list  of  Explosive  Materials  dated 
March  5. 1976  (41  FR  9573) . 

List  of  Explosive  Materials 
A 

Acetylides  of  heavy  metals. 

Aluminum  containing  polymeric  propellant. 
Aluminum  ophorite  explosive. 

Amatex. 

Amatol. 

Ammonal. 

Ammonium  nitrate  explosive  mixtures  (cap 
sensitive) . 

•Ammonium  nitrate  explosive  mixtures  (non 
cap  sensitive). 

Aromatic  nltro-compoimd  explosive  mixtures. 
Ammonium  perchlorate  having  particle  size 
less  than  16  microns. 

Ammonium  perchlorate  composite  propel¬ 
lant. 

Ammonium  picrate  [picrate  of  ammonia.  Ex¬ 
plosive  Dj. 

Ammonium  salt  lattice  with  isomorphously 
substituted  inorganic  salts. 

•ANPO  [ammonium  nitrate-fuel  oil]. 


•  Materials  constituting  blasting  agents 
are  martced  by  an  asterisk. 

FEDERAL 


B  ^ 

Baratol. 

Baronol. 

BEAP  [l,2-bis(2,2-difluoro-2-nltroacetoxy- 
ethane)  ] . 

Black  powder. 

Black  powder  based  explosive  mixtures. 
•Blasting  agents,  nltro-carbo-nltrates,  In¬ 
cluding  non  cap  sensitive  slurry  and  water- 
gel  explosives. 

Blasting  caps. 

Blasting  gelatin. 

Blasting  powder. 

BTNEC  [bis  (trinitroethyl)  carbonate]. 
BTNEN  [bis  (trinitroethyl)  nitramlne]. 
BTTN  [1,2,4  butanetrlol  trinitrate]. 

Butyl  tetryl. 

C 

Calcium  nitrate  explosive  mixture. 

Cellulose  hexanltrate  explosive  mixture. 
Chlorate  explosive  mixtures. 

Composition  A  and  variations. 

Composition  B  and  variations. 

Composition  C  and  variations. 

Copper  acetyllde. 

Cyanurlc  triazlde. 

Cyclotrlmethylenetrinltramlne  ( RDX  ] . 
Cyclotetramethylenetetranitramlne  [  HMX  ] . 
Cyclotol. 

D 

DATB  [diamlnotrlnitrobenzene]. 

DDNP  [diazodinltrophenol]. 

DEGDN  [diethyleneglycol  dinitrate]. 

Detonate  ag  cord. 

Detonators. 

Dimethylol  dimethyl  methane  dinltrate 
composition. 

Dlnltroethyleneurea. 

Dlnltroglycerlne  [glycerol  dinitrate]. 
Dinitrophenol. 

Dini  trophenol  ates . 

Dinltrophenyl  hydrazine. 

Dinitroresorcinol . 

Dlnltrotoluene-sodium  nitrate  explosive  mix¬ 
tures. 

DIPAM. 

Dlplcryl  sulfone. 

Dlplcrylamlne. 

DNDP  [dlnitropentano  nitrile]. 

DNPA  [2,2-dlnltropropyl  acrylate]. 

E 

EDNA. 

Ednatol. 

EDNP  [ethyl  4,4-dlnitropentanoate]. 
Erythritol  tetranltrate  explosives. 

Eisters  of  nltro-substltuted  alcohols. 

EODN  [ethylene  glycol  dinltrate], 
Ethyl-tetryl. 

Explosive  conitrates. 

Explosive  gelatins. 

Explosive  mixtures  containing  oxygen  releas¬ 
ing  inorganic  salts  and  hydrocarbons. 
Explosive  mixtures  containing  oxygen  releas¬ 
ing  inorganic  salts  and  nitro  bodies. 
Explosive  mixtures  containing  oxygen  releas¬ 
ing  inorganic  salts  and  water  Insoluble 
fuels. 

Explosive  mixtures  containing  oxygen  releas¬ 
ing  Inorganic  salts  and  water  soluble  fuels. 
Explosive  mixtures  containing  sensitized 
nltromethane. 

Explosive  nitro  compounds  of  aromatic 
hydrocarbons. 

Explosive  organic  nitrate  mixtures. 

Explosive  liquids. 

Explosive  powders. 

P 

Fulminate  of  mercury. 

Fulminate  of  silver. 

Fulminating  gold. 

Fulminating  mercury. 

Fulminating  platinum. 

Fulminating  silver. 

O 

Gelatinized  nitrocellulose, 
gem-dlnltro  allphaUc  explosive  mixtures. 


Ouanyl  nitrosamino  guanyl  tetrasene. 

Ouanyl  nitrosamino  guanylldene  hydrasine. 
Guncotton. 

H 

Heavy  metal  azides. 

Hexanlte. 

Hexanltrodlphenylamlne. 

HexanltrostUbene. 

Hexogene  or  octogene  and  a  nitrated  N- 
metbylanlline. 

Hexolltes. 

HMX  [cyclo  -  IA.6,7  -  tetramethylene-a.4,6.8- 
tetranitramlne:  Octogen]. 

Hydrazlnium  nltrate/hydrazlne/alumlnum 
explosive  system. 

Bydrazolc  acid. 

I 

Igniter  cord. 

Igniters. 

K 

KDNBP  [potassium  dinltrobenzo-furoxane]. 

L 

Lead  azide. 

Lead  mannlte. 

Lead  mononltroresorclnate. 

Lead  picrate. 

Lead  salts,  explosive. 

Lead  styphnate  [styphnate  of  lead,  lead  trl- 
nltroresorclnate] . 

Liquid  nitrated  polyol  and  trlmethylol  ethane. 
Liquid  oxygen  explosives. 

M 

Magnesium  ophorite  explosives. 

Mannitol  hexanltrate. 

MDNP[  methyl  4,4-dlnltropentanoatel . 
Mercuric  fulminate. 

Mercury  oxalate. 

Mercury  tartrate. 

Mlnol-2[40%  TNT,  40%  ammonium  nitrate, 
20%  aluminum). 

Mononltrotoluene -nitroglycerin  mixture. 
Monopropellants. 

N 

NIBTN  [nitrolsobutametrlol  trinitrate]. 
Nitrate  sensitized  with  gelled  nltroparaffin. 
Nitrated  c.arbohydrate  explosive. 

Nitrated  glucoside  explosive. 

Nitrated  polyhydric  alcohol  explosives. 
Nitrates  of  soda  explosive  mixtures. 

Nitric  acid  and  a  nitro  aromatic  compound 
explosive. 

Nitric  acid  and  carboxylic  fuel  explosive. 
Nitric  acid  explosive  mixtures. 

Nitro  aronnatlc  explosive  mixtures. 

Nitro  compounds  of  furane  explosive  mix¬ 
tures. 

Nitrocellulose  explosive. 

Nltroderlvative  of  urea  explosive  mixture. 
Nltrogelatin  explosive. 

Nitrogen  trichloride. 

Nitrogen  tri-iodide. 

Nitroglycerin  (NO,  RNG,  nitro.  glyceryl  trini¬ 
trate,  trlnltroglycerlne]. 

Nltroglycide. 

Nltroglycol  (ethylene  glycol  dinitrate, 
EGDN) . 

Nltroguanldlne  explosives. 

Nitroparafllns  and  ammonium  nitrate  mix¬ 
tures. 

Nitronlum  perchlorate  propellant  mixtures. 
Nltrostarch. 

Nitro-subsituted  carboxylic  acids. 

Nltrourea. 

O 

Octogen  [HMX].  _ 

Octol  [75  percent  HMX,  36  percent  TNT]. 
Organic  amine  nitrates. 

Organic  nltramlnes. 

Organic  peroxides. 

P 

PBX  [RDX  and  plasticizer]. 

Pellet  powder. 

Penthrlnlte  composition. 

Pentollte. 

Perchlorate  explosive  mixtures. 

Peroxide  based  explosive  mixtures. 
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PETN  [nItropenUerythrtt*.  pentaerTthilt* 
tetranitrate,  pentMrythrttol  tetranltxato]. 
Plcramlc  acid  and  tta  Mdta. 

Plcramide. 

Picrate  of  potassium  exploslT*  mlxtuna. 

PlcratoL 

Plcrtc  acid. 

Picryl  dilorlda. 

Plcryl  fluoride. 

PLX  {96%  nltromethane.  5%  etflylenedla- 
mlne].  , 

Polynltro  aliphatic  compounda. 
Poly<dpolynltrate  •  nltrooelluloee  azploalve 
gels. 

Potassium  chlorate  and  lead  sulfocyanate 
ezploslTe. 

Potassium  nitrate  explosive  mixtures. 
Potassium  nltroamlnotetraaole. 

B 

RDX  {cyclonlte,  hexogen,  T*.  cyclo-l,8Ji- 
trlmethylene-2.4,8-trlnltramlne;  hexahy* 
dro-l,S,5-trlnltro-S-trlaElne] . 

S 

Safety  fuse. 

Salts  of  organic  amino  sulfonic  add  explo¬ 
sive  mixture. 

Silver  aoetyllde. 

Silver  aside. 

Silver  fulminate. 

Silver  oxalate  explosive  mixtures. 

Silver  styphnate. 

SllvOT  tartrate  explosive  mixtures. 

Silver  tetrasene. 

Slurried  explosive  mixtures  of  water.  Inor¬ 
ganic  oxidizing  salt,  gelling  agent,  fuel  and 
sensitizer  (cap  sensitive). 

Smokeless  powder. 

Sodatol. 

Sodium  amatol. 

Sodium  dlnltro-ortho-creaolate. 

Sodlvun  nitrate-potassium  nitrate  explosive 
mixture. 

Sodium  plcramate. 

Squibs. 

Styphnlc  acid. 

T 

Tacot  [  tetranl  tro-2,3,5,6-dibenzo- 1 ,3a,4,6a- 
tetrazapentalene  ] . 

TATB  [  trlamlnotrlnltrobenzene  ] . 

TEODN  (triethylene  glycol  dlnitrate]. 
Tetrazene  (tetracene,  tetrazlne,  l(S-tetra- 
zdyl)-4-guanyl  tetrazene  hydrate]. 
Tetranltrocarbazole. 

Tetranltromethane. explosive  mixtures. 

Tetryl  (3,4,6  tetranltro-N-methylanlllne], 
TetrytoL  , 

Thickened  Inorganic  oxidizer  salt  slurried  ex¬ 
plosive  mixture. 

TMSTN  (trlmethylolethane  trinitrate) . 

TNEP  (trlnltroethyl  formal], 

TNE<X;  [trlnltroethytOTthocaitx>nate]. 
TNEOF  [trlnltroethyl  orthoformate]. 

TUT  (trinitrotoluene,  trotyl,  trlllte,  triton]. 
Tmpex. 

Trldlte. 

Trlmethyld  ethyl  methane  trinitrate  com¬ 
position. 

Trlmethylolthane  trinitrate-nitrocellulose. 
Trlmonlte. 

Trlnltroanlsole. 

Trlnltrobenzene. 

Trlntrobenzolc  acid. 

Trlnltrocresol. 

Trlnltro-meta-cresol. 

Trlnltronaphthalene. 

Trinltrophenetol. 

TrlnltrophlorogluclnoL 

TrlnltroresOTclnol. 

TOtonal. 

U 

Urea  nitrate. 

W 

Water  bearing  explosives  having  salts  of  oxi¬ 
dizing  acids  and  nitrogen  bases,  sulfates,  or 
sulfamates  (cap  sensitive). 


X 

'»'*"**»*'~^**  hydrophilic  colloid  explosive 
mlxtora. 

Signed;  March  2,  1977. 

John  S.  Krogman, 
Deputy  Director. 
(FR  Doc.77-7»»e  FUed  S-17-77;6:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  UNITED 

STATES  AND  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM 

Estate  and  Gift  Tax  Treaty  Negotiations 

Hie  Treasury  Department  announced 
today  that  representatives  of  the  united 
States  and  the  United  Kingdom  win  meet 
In  Washington  beginning  May  2  to  con¬ 
sider  revising  the  estate  tax  convention 
between  the  two  countries,  including  the 
possibility  of  extoiding  the  convention 
to  apply  to  gifts. 

Persona  wishing  to  make  comments 
and  suggestions  about  the  forthcoming 
discussions  should  submit  their 'views  In 
writing  to  Laurence  N.  Woodworth.  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  U.S. 
Treasury  Department,  Washington.  D.C. 
20220. 

The  Treasury  Department  also  made 
available  today  the  text  of  its  current 
“model”  estate  and  gift  tax  treaty.  The 
Treasury  Department  Is  currently  sug¬ 
gesting  this  model  as  a  starting  point  for 
negotiations.  Any  comments  on  this 
model  may  also  be  sent  to  Lauraice  N. 
Woodworth. 

Dated:  March  18. 1977. 

Davis  S.  Foster. 

International  Tax  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.77-8195  Filed  8-17-77:8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  REVIEW 
Invitation  for  Comment 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act  (PIj.  92-463)  and 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-63.  Transmittal 
Memorandum  No.  5.  dated  March  7. 1977, 
Treasury  Invites  public  comments  to  the 
following  proposed  acticms  concerning 
Treasury  Advisory  Committees. 

A.  Committees  to  be  continued: 

(1)  National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Banking  Policies  and  Practices.  This 
c(Mnmittee  provides  direct  cixnmunica- 
tlon  between  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur¬ 
rency.  the  banking  industry  and  the  pub¬ 
lic.  This  9<Hnmlttee  assists  the  Comptrol¬ 
ler  In  imderstanding  the  problems  of  the 
banking  Industry  and  the  public  regard¬ 
ing  the  Comptroller’s  regulatmy  respmi- 
sibUltles. 

(2)  The  Advisory  Committee  on  Fed¬ 
eral  Consolidated  Financial  Statements. 
TTiis  cmnmlttee  advises  on  conceptual 
Issues  Involved  In  the  preparation  of  ccm- 
solldated  financial  statements  for  the 
Federal  government. 

(3)  The  Art  Advisory  Panel  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  This 
panel  assists  the  Internal  Revenue-Serv¬ 
ice  foster  vidimtary  compliance  and  cor¬ 
rect  Inaccurate  appraisals  by  reviewing 


and  evaluating  property  appraisals  for 
works  of  art  submitted  by  taxpayers  In 
accordance  with  the  Internal  Revalue 
Code. 

(4)  The  Advisory  Group  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  TTils 
group  provides  knowledgeable  advice  on 
policies,  procedures  and  programs  to 
assist  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  im¬ 
prove  Its  operations  and  serves  as  a 
sounding  board  for  proposed  new  policies 
and  programs. 

-  (5)  Advisory  Committee  on  Reform  of 
the  International  Monetary  System.  Tills 
committee  provides  continuing  advice  on 
the  IntematlcHial  Monetary  System. 

(6)  V.S.  Government  Borrowing  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  American  Bankers  Associ¬ 
ation.  This  committee  is  utilized  for  ad¬ 
vice  to  Treasury  on  Federal  financing 
and  management  of  the  public  debt. 

(7)  UJS.  Government  and  Federal 
Agencies  Securities  Committee  of  the 
Public  Securities  Association.  This  cixn- 
mlttee  Is  utilized  fw  advice  to  Treasury 
on  Federal  financing  and  management 
of  the  public  dd>t. 

B.  Committees  to  be  merged: 

(1)  The  Small  Business  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  to  the  Commisstoner  of  Internal 
Revenue  will  be  merged  with  the  Small 
Business  Advisory  Committee  on  Eico- 
nomlc  Policy  that  advises  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  Merging  the  functions 
of  these  two  committees  will  give  small 
businessmen  and  women  a  stronger  voice 
In  expressing  their  viewpoints  on  tax  ad¬ 
ministration.  economic  policy,  and  other 
matters  that  affect  the  small  business 
community. 

C.  Committees  to  be  terminated; 

(1)  Fourteen  Regional  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Banking  Policies  and  Prac¬ 
tices  (one  committee  in  each  of  the  four¬ 
teen  National  Bank  RegUms) .  These 
committees  were  created  to  provide  com- 
munclatlon  between  the  Comptroller’s 
Regional  Administrators,  the  banking  In¬ 
dustry  and  the  public  regarding  banking 
policies  and  practices.  The  National  Ad- 
vlsmy  Committee  on  Banking  Policies 
and  Practices  will,  by  including  regional 
representation,  communicate  regional 
concerns  to  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Chrroicy. 

(2)  Advisory  Committee  on  Distilled 
Spirits  Plant  Supervision.  This  commit¬ 
tee,  formed  to  advise  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Fire¬ 
arms  on  the  desirability  of  and  the  meth¬ 
ods  for  revising  government  supervlsiixi 
of  distilled  slprlts  plants,  has  submitted 
Its  final  ra>ort  to  the  Director. 

D.  Committees  still  imder  reviews: 

(1)  Advisory  Committee  on  Private 
Philanthropy  and  Public  Needs.  This 
committee  was  set  up  to  advise  Treasury 
on  tax  and  regulatory  policies  affecting 
private  philanthropy  and  the  philan¬ 
thropic  activities  of  donors,  organiza¬ 
tions  and  beneficiaries. 

(2)  The  Advisory  Committee  on  Ex¬ 
plosives  Tagging  and  the  Technical  Sub¬ 
committee  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Explosives  Tagging.  These  committees 
provide  a  forum  for  the  private  sector 
and  government  agencies  to  evaluate  and 
coordinate  research  and  development  ef¬ 
forts  relating  to  explosives  detection  and 
Identification. 
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The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  ap¬ 
plying  three  criteria  established  by  the 
President  in  evaluating  the  existing  com¬ 
mittees  and  for  continued  Departmen¬ 
tal  oversight  of  all  advi^ry  committees. 
These  criteria  are:  (1)  compelling  need, 
(2)  balanced  membership  (diversity  of 
viewpoints  and  representation),  and  (3) 
public  access  and  participation. 

Public  comments  to  the  above  proposed 
actions  should  be  submitted  in  writing  to 
William  Coffman,  Advisory  Committee 
Program  Officer,  Room  4313,  Main 
Treasury,  15th  and  Pennsylvania  Ave., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20220  before 
AprU  1, 1977. 

J.  Elton  Greenlee, 

Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  (Administration) . 

[FB  Doc.77-8357  FUed  3-17-77:8:46  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON 
EDUCATIONAL  ALLOWANCES 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hear¬ 
ing  Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cational  Allowances  that  on  April  4, 1977, 
at  10:00  ajn.,  the  San  Diego  Regional 
Office  Station  Committee  on  Educational 
Allowances  shall  at  2022  Camino  Del  Rio 
North,  San  Diego,  California  92108  con¬ 
duct  a  hearing  to  determine  whether 
Veterans  Administration  benefits  to  all 
eligible  persons  enrc^ed  in  South  Bay 
Airport  Company,  Building  2048E,  Brown 
Field,  San  Diego,  California  92173  should 
be  discontinued,  as  provided  in  38  CFR 
21.4134,  because  a  requirement  of  law 
is  not  being  met  or  a  provisicxi  of  the 
law  has  been  violated.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  shall  be  permitted  to  attend,  ajipear 
before,  or  file  statements  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  at  that  time  and  place. 

Dated:  March  8,  1977. 

R.  H.  Avent, 

Acting  Director,  VA  Regional 
Office,  San  Diego,  California. 

IFR  Doc.77-7898  PUed  3-17-77;8:46  ami 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  3491 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

March  15,  1977. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently,  refiected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commissicm.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  Insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 


hearings  in  which  they  are  Interested. 

MC  117068  (Sub-71),  Midwest  Specialized 
Transportation,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
May  3,  1977  (1  day)  at  Minneapolis,  Min¬ 
nesota,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  133095  (Sub-114),  Texas  Continental 
Express,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  May  4, 
1977  (1  day)  at  Minneapolis,  Minnesota, 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  720  (Sub-17),  Bird  Trucking  Co.,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  May  5,  1977  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minnesota,  in  a  bearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  114211  (Sub-279),  Warren  Transport, 
Inc.  and  MC  118806  (Sub-49),  Arnold  Bros. 
Transport,  Ltd.,  now  being  assigned  May  9, 
1977  (1  week)  at  Minneapolis,  Minnesota, 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

No.  36350,  Bituminous  Coal,  Cameo,  Colo., 
to  Cochise,  Ariz.,  and  No.  36515,  Arizona 
Electric  Power  Cooperative,  Inc.,  v.  Denver 
&  Rio  Qrande  Western  Railroad  Company, 
ET  A(i.,  now  assigned  April  19,  1977,  at  Uie 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  113855  (Sub-No.  362),  International 
Tran/^rt,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  May  12, 
1977,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
ma^  OommlsBlon,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  106398  (Sub-No.  7-69),  National  Trailer 
Convoy.  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  May  12, 
1977,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  128224  (Sub-Nos.  2).  George  F.  Johnson, 
now  being  assigned  June  9.  1977,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  115495  (Sub-Nos.  3,  4,  7,  14,  16,  20,  22,  24 
and  25).  United  Parcel  Service,  Inc.  and 
MC  116200  (Sub-Nos.  2,  3,  5) ,  United  Parcel 
Service,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for  Pre- 
hearing  Conference  on  May  17, 1977,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC-F-12411,  Noel  Transfer,  Inc. — Control — 
Dakota  Ei^ress,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
continued  hearing  May  2,  1977  (4V4  days) 
at  Chicago,  Illinois,  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  25869  Sub  129,  Nolte  Bros.  Truck  Line, 
Inc.,  new  being  assigned  April  20,  1977  (8 
days)  In  the  Tax  Court  Room  587,  U.S. 
Federal  Bldg.,  19th  &  Stout  Streets,  Denver, 
Colo. 

MC  138076  Sub  6,  Heavy  Hauling,  Inc.  now 
assigned  March  31,  1977  at  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  is  canceUed,  application  dismissed. 

MC  128273  Sub  236,  Midwestern  Distribution. 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  June  8,  1977  (3 
days)  at  New  Orleans,  Louisiana  in  a  bear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  120472  Sub  3,  Gollott  &  Sons  Transfer  & 
Storage.  Inc.  now  being  assigned  June  6, 
1977  (2  days)  at  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  111231  Sub  204,  Jones  Truck  Lines,  Inc. 
and  MC  128273  Sub  285,  Midwestern  Dis¬ 
tribution,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  June  3, 
1977  (1  day)  at  New  Orleans,  Louisiana  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

AB  12  Sub  29,  Southern  Pacific  Transporta¬ 
tion  Company  Abandonment  Of  Its  Napo- 
leonvlUe  Branch  Between  Supreme  and 
Glenwood  In  Assumption  Parish.  Louisiana 
now  being  assigned  June  1,  1977  (2  days) 
at  Thibodeax,  Louisiana  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  946  (Sub-6),  Ferdinand  Arrlgonl,  Inc.; 
MC  116521  (Sub-4),  McDermott  Bus  Corp.; 
MC  118848  (Sub-22),  Domenico  Bus  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.;  MC  140797  (Sub-1),  Blue  &  Grey 
Transit,  Inc.  and  MC  142530  (Sub-1), 
Pioneer  Bus  Corp.,  now  being  assigned 
May  4,  1977  (3  days)  at  Newark,  New  Jer¬ 


sey.  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  desig¬ 
nated. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-8233  Filed  3-17-77;8:45  am) 


(Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Rule  19,  8th  Rev. 

Exemption  No.  129] 

CHICAGO,  WEST  PULLMAN  &  SOUTHERN 
RAILROAD  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Exemption  Under  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

It  appearing.  That  the  railroads  named 
herein  own  numerous  40-ft.  plain  box¬ 
cars;  that  imder  present  conditions, 
there  is  virtually  no  demand  for  these 
cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car  owners ;  that 
return  of  these  cars  to  the  car  owners 
would  result  in  their  being  stored  idle  on 
these  lines;  that  such  cars  can  be  used 
by  other  carriers  for  transporting  traf¬ 
fic  offered  for  shipments  to  points  re¬ 
mote  from  the  car  owners;  and  that 
compliance  with  Car  Service  Rules  1  and 
2  prevents  such  use  of  plain  boxcars 
owned  by  the  railroads  listed  herein,  re¬ 
sulting  in  unnecessary  loss  of  utilization 
of  such  cars. 

It  iS  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  plain  boxcars  described  in  the 
Official  Railway  Equipment  Register, 
I.CD.-RE.R.  No.  402  issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designation  “XM”, 
with  inside  length  44-ft.  6-in.  or  less, 
regardless  of  door  width  and  bearing  re¬ 
porting  marks  assigned  to  the  railroads 
named  below,  shall  be  exempt  frcrni  the 
provisions  of  C?ar  Service  Rules  1(a), 
2(a),  and  2(b). 

•  •  •  •  • 

Chicago,  West  Pullman  &  Southern  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  CWP 
Detroit  and  Mackinac  Railway  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  D&M-DM 

•  •  •  •  • 

Illinois  Terminal  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  ITC 

•  •  •  •  • 
Louisville,  New  Albany  &  Corydon  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  LNAC 
Missouri-Kansas- Texas  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  MKT 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  CEI-MI-MP-TP 
New  Hope  and  Ivyland  RaUroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  NHIR 

•  •  #  #  • 
Effective  12:01  a.m..  March  15.  1977, 
and  continuing  in  effect  imtil  further 
order  of  this  Commission. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  10. 
1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

Note. — ^The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company;  The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Rail¬ 
way  Company;  Elgin,  Joliet  and  Eastern  Rail-  ^ 
way  Company;  Louisville  and  Nashville  Rall- 
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rottd. Company;  Southern  Rallwmy  Compnay; 
and  Western  Maryland  RaUway  Company 
deleted. 

[FR  Doc.77-S2a®  FUed  3-17-77;8;45  am] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Rule  19,  Rev.  Exemption 
No.  Ill,  Arndt.  No.  11 

DETROrr,  TOLEDO  AND  IRONTON  RAIL¬ 
ROAD  CO.  AND  NORFOLK  AND  WEST¬ 
ERN  RAILWAY  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Revised 
Exemption  No.  Ill  issued  Etecember  9, 

1976. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  under  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19,  Re¬ 
vised  Exempticm  No.  Ill  to  the  Manda¬ 
tory  Car  Service  Rules  ordered  In  Ex 
Parte  No.  241  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
amended  to  expire  August  31, 1977. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  March  15,  1977. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  10, 

1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Joel  E.  Bxtrns. 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc  .77-8231  Filed  3-17-77;  8: 45  ara| 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

March  15, 1977.  ' 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  appU- 
catlcm  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed 
April  4,  1977. 

PSA  No.  43340 — Hominy  Feed  from 
and  to  Points  in  Southwestern,  WTL, 
and  Southern  Territories.  Piled  by  South¬ 
western  Preight  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  B- 
665),  for  interested  rail  carriers. 

Rates  on  hominy  feed,  in  carloads,  as 
described  in  the  application,  from  and  to 
points' In  southwestern,  western  trunk¬ 
line  and  southern  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief — Carrier  competi¬ 
tion  and  rate  relationship. 

Tariffs — Supplement  261  to  South¬ 
western  Prel^t  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff 
182-J,  I.C.C.  No.  4967,  and  2  other 
schedules  named  in  the  application. 

Rates  are  published  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  April  12, 1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8282  Filed  8-17-77;8:46  am] 


[Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Rule  19. 
E.xemptk>n  No.  116,  Arndt.  No.  4] 

GRAND  TRUNK  WESTERN  RAILROAD  CO. 
AND  NORFOLK  AND  WESTERN  RAIL¬ 
WAY  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

Upon  further  ccmskleration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  116  issued  March  6, 1976. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  under  authority 
vested  In  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  1C, 
Exemptkm  No.  116  to  the  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte 
No.  241  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  to 
expire  August  31,  1977. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  March  15,  1977. 

Issued  at  Washington.  D.C.,  March  10, 
1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 

COBCMISSION, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

I  FR  Doc  77-8230  Filed  3-17-77:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  35 [ 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

March  11, 1977. 

The  fcrilowing  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provislmis  of  49  CPR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  appllcati(m  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no 
later  than  the  15th  calendar  day  after 
the  date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Fedekal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  au¬ 
thorized  representative,  if  any,  and  the 
Protestant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protest  must  identify 
the  operating  auth<Mlty  upon  which  it 
is  predicated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket 
and  “Sub”  number  and  quoting  the  par¬ 
ticular  portion  of  authority  upon  vrtilch 
it  relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall  spec¬ 
ify  the  service  it  can  emd  will  provide 
and  the  sunount  and  t3rpe  of  equipment 
it  will  make  available  for  use  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  service  contemplated  by 
the  TA  application.  The  weight  accorded 
a  protest  shall  be  governed  by  the  com¬ 
pleteness  and  pertinence  of  the  protest- 
ant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  (tf  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  Its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  tKe 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C..  and  also  In 
the  IOC  Field  OfDce  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 


Motor  Carriers  or  Propertt 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  844TA),  filed 
March  1,  1977.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  49(M  Griggs  Road, 
P.O.  Box  14048,  Houston,  Tex.  77021. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Wray  EL 
Hii^es  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting;  LUjuid  plastics 
(polyester  resins).  In  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles.  from  Oxnard,  Calif.,  to  Swans- 
boro,  N.C..  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Diamond  Shamrock  Corp..  617 
Veterans  Bhrd.,  Redwood  City  Calif. 
94063.  Send  protests  to:  John  F.  Menslng, 
District  Supervisor,  8610  Federal  Bldg.. 
515  Rusk,  Houston.  Tex.  77002. 

No.  MC  14713  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
March  1,  1977.  Applicant:  L.  DAVIS 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  25-18  38th  Ave., 
Long  Island  Clt7>  N.T.  11101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  R.  Werner,  2 
West  45th  St..  New  York.  N.Y.  10036. 
Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  v^kle.  over  Ir¬ 
regular  rout^  transporting;  Floor  cov¬ 
ering  and  materials,  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  used  In  the  installation  of  fioor 
covering  (except  commodies  in  bulk), 
between  carrier’s  terminal  facilities  In 
Belleville.  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  cm 
the  other.  New  York,  N.Y.;  Nassau. 
Rockland,  Suffolk  and  Westchester 
Counties.  N.Y.;  Fairfield  County,  Conn.; 
Bergen,  Passaic.  Hudson.  Essex,  Union. 
Middlesex,  Somerset,  Mm-rls,  Monmouth. 
Sussex,  Warren  and  Huterdon  Counties, 
N.J.;  those  points  In  Mercer  County.  N.J., 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  junc¬ 
tion  New  Jersey-Pennsylvania  State 
line  and  Interstate  Highway  195  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  195  to 
the  Mercer-Monmouth  County  line;  and 
those  points  in  Ocean  County,  N.J.,  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  junc¬ 
tion  Monmouth-Ocean  Coimty  line  and 
Interstate  Highway  195  and  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  195  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  526. 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  526  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  549, 
thence  along  New  Jersey  Highway  549  to 
the  Atlantic  Ocean.  Applicant  intends  to 
interline  at  Belleville.  N.J.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  fled  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shippers:  (1)  West 
Point-Pepperell,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  71,  West 
Point,  Ga.  31833.  (2)  Trend  Carpet, 
Division  of  Champion  Int.,  P.O.  Box  162, 
Rome,  Ga.  30161.  (3)  Aldon  Industries. 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  12527,  Calhoun.  Ga.  30701. 
Send  protests  to:  Maria  B.  Kejss.  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York.  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  41404  (Sub-No.  126TA).  filed 
F’ebruary  28,  1977.  Applicant:  AROO- 
CXJLIilER  TRUCK  LINES  CORP..  P.a 
Box  440,  E\ilt(xi  Highway,  Martin.  Tenn. 
38237.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mark 
L.  Home  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  co;n- 
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tnon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Bioiogical 
specimens,  in  containers,  from  Weakley 
County.  Tenn.,  to  Chicago,  HI.,  for  180 
days.  An>llcant  has  also  filed  an  imder- 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Ron  Arnold  d.b.a.  Mark  Wholesale  Bio¬ 
logical  Company,  Route  2,  Box  232, 
Gleason,  Tenn,  38229.  Send  protests  to: 
Floyd  A.  Johnson,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  100 
N.  Main  St.,  Suite  2006,  Memphis,  Tenn. 
38103. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  205TA),  filed 
February  25,  1977.  Aw>licant:  HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  10770  “I” 
St..  Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  L.  Stern,  530 
Univac  Bldg.,  7100  W.  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Irrigation  systems  and  parts  for  ir¬ 
rigation  systems  and  accessories,  from 
Brownfield,  Tex.,  to  points  in  California, 
Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Wisconsin,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  V.  A.  Hed- 
lund,  Jr.,  General  Manager,  Tri-Matic, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1152,  1560  Lubbock  Road, 
Brownfield,  Tex.  79316.  Send  protests  to: 
Carroll  Russell,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Ccmunission,  Suite 
620,  110  N.  14th  St.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1068TA) ,  filed 
February  17,  1977.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  3200 
Ruan  Center,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Propane, 
in  bulk,  from  Alto  and  Lowell,  Mich.,  to 
Bums  Harbor,  Ind.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shliHier:  Bethlehem  Steel  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Bums  Harbor,  Irid.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  518  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1182TA), 
filed  February  28,  1977.  Applicant: 

CHEMICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES, 
INC.,  520  E.  Lancaster  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  200, 
Downingtown,  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  J,  O’Brien 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Paint  primer,  in  bulk.  In 
tank  vehicles,  from  Garland,  Tex.,  to 
Catawba,  S.C.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  The  Sherwin-Williams  Co.,  2802 
W.  Miller  Road,  Garland,  Tex.  75040. 
Send  protests  to:  Monica  A.  Blodgett, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  600  Arch  St., 
Room  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  111231  (Sub-No.  208TA),  filed 
February  28.  1977.  Applicant:  JONES 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  610  E.  Emma 
Ave.,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764.  Applicant’s 


representative:  D.  S.  Hults,  P.O.  Box  225, 
Lawrence,  Kans.  66044.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Fibrous  glass  products  and  ma¬ 
terials.  mineral  wool,  mineral  wool  prod¬ 
ucts  and  materials,  insulated  air  ducts, 
roofing  materials,  insulating  products 
and  materials  including  products  neces- 
sarj'  in  the  installation  thereof,  from 
Owens  Corning  Fiberglas  Plant,  at  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Nebraska,  Mississippi,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee  and  Texas,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  oper¬ 
ating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Owens-Coming  Fiberglas  -Corporation, 
Fiberglas  Tower,  Toledo,  Ohio  43659. 
Send  protests  to:  William  H.  Land,  Jr., 
District  Supervisor,  3108  Federal  OflBce 
Bldg.,  700  W.  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72201. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  655TA),  filed 
February  28,  1977.  Applicant:  CURTIS 
INC.,  4810  Pontiac  St.,  Commerce  City 
(Denver) ,  Colo  80022.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  L.  Metzler,  P.O.  Box 
16004,  Stockyards  Station,  Denver,  Colo. 
80216.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Printing 
paper  (except  Newsprint),  from  Roths¬ 
child,  Wis.,  to  points  in  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Oklahoma, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Weyerhaeuser  Company,  100  S. 
Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  Ill.  60606.  Send 
protests  to:  Herbert  C.  Ruoff  District 
Supervisor,  721  19th  St.,  492  U.S.  Cus¬ 
toms  House,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  128TA),  filed 
March  1,  1977.  Applicant:  SENN 

’TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  1267,  Arlington,  Va.  22210.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plywood  and  com¬ 
position  board,  from  the  facilities  of 
Cliampion  International  Corporation,  at 
Charleston,  S.C.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  Kentucky  and  Tennessee,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Champion 
International  Corporation,  Knlghts- 
bridge  Drive,  Hamilton,  Ohio  45020.  Send 
protests  to:  E.  E.  Strothied,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Room  302,  1400  Pickens  St.,  Co¬ 
lumbia,  S.C.  29201. 

No.  MC  115904  (Sub-No.  70TA),  filed 
February  28,  1977.  Applicant:  GROVER 
’TRUCKING  CO..  1710  W.  Broadway. 
Idaho  Falls.  Idaho  83401.  Apphcant's 
representative:  Irene  Warr,  430  Judge 
Bldg.,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  84111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Boxes  and  sheets, 
corrugated  or  not  corrugated,  K.D.F., 
from  the  plantsite  of  Boise  Cascade 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Nampa,  Idaho, 
to  North  Salt  Lake,  Utah,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 


authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Boise 
Cascade  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  7747, 
Boise.  Idaho  83707.  Send  protests  to: 
Barney  L.  Hardin,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  550 
W.  Port  St.,  P.O.  Box  07,  Boise,  Idaho 
83724.  « 

No.  MC  115904  (Sub-No.  71TA),  filed 
February  28,  1977.  AppUcant:  GROVER 
TRUCKING  CO..  1710  W.  Broadway, 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho  83401.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Irene  Warr,  430  Judge 
Bldg.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Boxes  and  sheets. 
corrugated  or  not  corrugated,  K.D.F., 
from  the  plantsite  of  Boise  Cascade  Cor¬ 
poration,  at  or  near  Nampa,  Idaho,  to 
Lovelock  Nev.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Boise  Cascade  Corpjoration,  P.O. 
Box  7747,  Boise,  Idaho  83707.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Barney  L.  Hardin,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  550  W.  Port  St.,  P.O.  Box  07,  Boise, 
Idaho  83724. 

No.  MC  119741  (Sub-No.  64TA),  filed 
March  1,  1977.  Applicant:  GREEN 

FIELD  TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1235,  R.P.D.  No.  2,  Port  Dodge. 
Iowa  50501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
D.  L.  Robson  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Edible 
animal  fats,  animal  oils,  and  vegetable 
oils,  in  packages;  (2)  products  and 
blends  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
in  packages,  and  (3)  oleomargarine,  in 
packages,  from  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Swift  &  Co.,  at  Bradley,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Swift 
Edible  Oil  Co.,  Division  of  Swift  &  Co., 
115  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 
Send  protests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  518 
Federal  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  329TA).  filed 
March  1.  1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant's 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Confectioneries,  from 

CThicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana. 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina.  South  Caro¬ 
lina  and  Tennessee,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  M&M 
MARS,  High  St.,  Hackettstown,  N.J. 
07840.  Send  protests  to:  Opal  M.  Jones, 
’Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  1100  Commerce 
St..  Room  13C12.  Dallas,  Tex.  75242. 

No.  MC  123640  (Sub-No.  24TA>,  filed 
March  1.  1977.  Applicant:  SUMMIT 
CITY  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  3200  Mau¬ 
mee  Ave.,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46803.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Irv'ing  Klein, 
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371  Seventh  Ave.,  New  York,  N.Y.  10001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cellulose  wood 
fiber  insulation  and  materials,  supplies, 
equipment,  machinery  and  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories  thereof,  utilized  in  the  produc¬ 
tion,  manufachire,  packaging,  installa¬ 
tion  and  distribution  of  cellulose  wood 
liber  insulation,  between  Delphos,  Ohio, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  Kentucky, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin,  Michigan, 
Iowa,  Massachusetts,  Maryland,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
Washington,  D.C.  and  West  Virginia  on 
the  other;  (2)  Packaging  materials,  from 
Spencervllle,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
Lee  Mass.;  Detroit,  Mich.;  Oskaloosa, 
Iowa;  and  Jonesville,  N.C.,  on  the  other; 
(3)  Cellulose  wood  fiber  insulation,  from 
Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ohio  and  In¬ 
diana;  .(4)  Cellulose  wood  fiber  insula¬ 
tion,  from  Oskaloosa,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana  and  Ohio;  (5)  Cellulose 
wood  fiber  insulation,  from  Lee,  Mass., 
to  points  in  Ohio  and  Pennsylvania;  and 
(6)  Cellulose  wood  fiber  insulation,  from 
Jonesville,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Kentucky, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia 
and  West  Virginia,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  nJ3.  Fiber  Corporation,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  n.S.  Fiber  Corporation.  101  S.  Main 
St.,  Delphos,  Ohio  45833.  Send  protests 
to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District  Supervisor,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  343  W.  Wayne  St.,  Suite 
113,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  715TA).  filed 
February  25, 1977.  AppUcant:  SCHWER- 
MAN  TRUCKING  CO..  611  S.  28th  St., 
Milwaukee,  Wls.  53246.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  H.  Prevette  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  yeast  slurry,  from  Milwaukee, 
Wls.,  to  Owatonna,  Minn.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Southeastern  Wis¬ 
consin  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  500  W.  Edger- 
ton  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53207.  Send 
protests  to:  John  E.  Ryden,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operatioos,  n.S.  Federal 
Bldg.,  and  Courthouse.  517  W.  Wisconsin 
Ave.,  Room  619,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53202. 

No.  MC  124987  (Sub-No.  22TA),  filed 
February  28,  1977.  Applicant:  EARL  L. 
BONSACK  AND  ELAINE  M.  BONSACK, 
doing  business  as  EARL  L.  BONSACK, 
512  W,  Plalnview  Road.  La  Crosse,  Wls. 
54601.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph 
E.  Ludden,  309  State  Bank  Bldg.,  La 
Crosse,  Wis.  54601.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregxilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Crates,  shook,  wood  and  fibre,  nailed 
and/or  glued,  knocked  down  fiat  in 
bundles,  from  Aurora,  ni..  to  Rochester, 
Minn.,  to  Galesville,  Wls.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Aurora  (Container 
Corp.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Aurora  Container  Corp.,  201  N.  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Aurora,  Ill.  Send  protests  to:  Rich¬ 
ard  K.  ShuUaw,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
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terstate  Commerce  Commlseloii.  139  W. 
Wflson  St..  Room  202,  Madison,  Wis. 
53703. 

No.  MC  128375  (Sub-No.  153TA),  filed 
March  1,  1977.  AppUcant:  CRETE  CAR¬ 
RIER  cxirporahon,  p.o.  boz  81228, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Duane  W.  Acklle  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  and  paper  products,  from 
Nashua,  NK..  and  Westbrook,  Maine, 
and  their  commercial  zones  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Texas.  Oklahoma  and  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  and  its  commercial  zone, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  West¬ 
ern  Paper  Company,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  W.  R.  Hearshman, 
President,  Western  Paper  Cmnpany,  Box 
12210,  Overland  Park.  Kans.  66212. 
Send  protests  to:  Max  H.  Johnston, 
District  Supervisor.  285  Federal  Kdg., 
and  Courthouse.  100  Centennial  Mall 
North,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68508. 

No.  MC  133566  (Sub-No.  72TA) ,  filed 
March  1,  1977.  AppUcant:  GANGLOFF 
tt  DOWNHAM  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  479,  Logansport,  Ind. 
46947.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
(Charles  W.  Beinhauer,  Suite  1573,  One 
World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pickles, 
sauerkraut  and  pickled  green  tomatoes, 
requiring  transportation  in  vdilcles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
faculties  of  Claussen  Pickle  Co.,  a  whoUy 
owned  subsidiary  of  Oscar  Mayer  <1  Co., 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Woodstock,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Delaware,  Connecticut,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island.  Vermont  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Oscar  Mayer  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  901 
Mayer  Ave.,  Madison,  Wls.  53704.  Send 
protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  343  W.  Wayne 
St.,  Suite  113,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  133566  (Sub-No.  73TA) ,  filed 
March  1,  1977.  AppUcant:  GANGLOFF  ft 
DOWNHAM  TRUCKINO  <X)MPANY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  479,  Logansport,  Ind. 
46947.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Char¬ 
les  W.  Beinhauer,  Suite  1573,  One 
World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Confec¬ 
tionery  and  confectionery  products,  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  faculties  of 
M&M/Mars,  a  division  of  Mars,  Inc.  at 
or  near  CHilcago.  lU.,  and  its  ccxnmercial 
zone,  to  points  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Delaware,  Massachusetts.  Maine, 
Maryland.  New  Jersey,  New  Hampshire. 
New  York,  Pennsylvania.  Rhode  Island 
and  Vermont,  restricted  to  traflBc  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  named  origin  and  destined 
to  the  named  destination  states,  for  180 
days,  SuiHiorting  shipper:  M&M  Mars, 
High  St.  Hacketstown.  N.J.  07840.  Send 
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protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray.  District  Super- 
vls<v.  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
CcMnmerce  Commission.  343  W.  Wayne 
St.,  Suite  113,  Fort  Wayne.  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  134375  (Sub-No.  14TA) .  filed 
March  1,  1977.  AppUcant:  ELDON 

GRAVES,  doing  business  as  EUX^N 
GRAVES  ’TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  3044, 
Union  Gap,  Wash.  98903.  AppUcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  PhiUp  G.  Skofstad,  P.O.  Box 
594,  Gresham,  Oreg.  97030.  Authority 
sought  to  (^rate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiUar  routes, 
transporting:  Packing  partitions,  wood 
pulp  (avocado  trays)  made  from  re¬ 
cycled  scrap  paper,  from  Wenatchee. 
Wash.,  to  Los  Angeles,  FaUbrook,  Yorba 
Linda,  San  Diego  and  National  City. 
Calif.,  for  180  days.  AppUcant  has  also 
filed  an  imderlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Suppmt- 
ing  shipper:  Keyes  Fibre  C(Mnpany,  8450 
Gerber  Road,  Sacramento,  Calif.  95828. 
Send  protests  to:  R.  V.  Dubay,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  114  Pioneer 
Courthouse,  Portland,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  134467  (Sub-No.  17TA),  filed 
February  25,  1977.  AppUcant:  POLAR 
EXPRESS,  me..  P.O.  Box  845,  Spring- 
dale.  Ark.  72764.  AppUcant’s  represoita- 
tlve:  Charles  M.  WUUams,  350  (TaiUtol 
Life  Center,  1600  Sherman  St..  Denver, 
C(Uo.  80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
pared  flour  mixes  and  frosting  mixes. 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  faculties 
of  Chelsea  Milling  Co.,  at  or  near  Chel¬ 
sea,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Louisiana  and 
Mississippi,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantsite  and  storage  faculties 
of  Chelsea  Milling  Co.,  at  or  near  Chel¬ 
sea,  BCich.,  for  180  days.  AppUcant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Cfiielsea  MllUng  Com¬ 
pany,  North  St..  Chelsea,  Bfich.  48118. 
Send  protests  to:  WUUam  H.  Land,  Jr.. 
District  Supervisor,  3108  Fedm'al  Office 
Bldg.,  700  W.  cwltol.  Little  Rock,  Aj^. 
72201. 

No.  MC  134755  (Sub-No.  93TA).  filed 
March  1,  1977.  AppUcant:  CHARTER 
EXPRESS,  me..  1959  E.  Turner  St.. 
P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield.  Mo.  65804. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Larry  D. 
Knox,  900  HubbeU  Bldg.,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food 
and  foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  plantsite 
and  warehouse  faciUties  of  Kraft,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Champaign,  lU..  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware.  Maine.  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Maryland,  Virginia  and  the 
District  of  CcUumbia,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  destination 
states,  for  180  days.  AppUcant  has  also 
filed  an  imderlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Kraft,  Inc.,  500  Peshtigo  Court, 
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Chicago,  m.  00690.  Send  protests  to: 
John  V.  Barry,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  600  Federal  Bldg.,  911 
Walnut  St.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  135082  (Sub-No.  43TA),  filed 
February  28,  1977.  AppUcantf  BURSCH 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  doing  business  as 
ROADRUNNER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  26748,  415  Rankin  Road,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  N.  Mex.  87125.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Don  F.  Jones  (same  address 
as  apphcant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  rout^,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wood  products  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk  moving  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  the  plantsite  of  Form-Rite  Plastic 
Equipment  Company,  Inc.,  Lakewood  In¬ 
dustrial  Park,  Pierce  County,  Wash.,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Texas  and  Louisiana,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Form-Rite 
Plastic  Equipment  Company,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  99158,  Tacoma,  Wash.  98499.  Send 
protests  to:  John  H.  Kirkemo,  District 
Supervisor,  1106  Federal  Office  Bldg., 
517  Gold  Ave.,  SW.,  Albuquerque,  N. 
Mex.  87101, 

No.  MC  136343  (Sub-No.  102TA),  filed 
February  22,  1977.  Applicant:  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
355,  RD.  No.  1,  Milton,  Pa.  17847.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 
69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306. 
Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  roul^,  transporting:  Woodpulp 
hoard,  wrapping  paper  and  woodpulp. 
from  the  faciUties  of  the  Chesapeake 
Corporation,  of  Virginia,  located  at  West 
Point,  Va.,  to  South  Windsor,  Conn., 
Lexington,  Otter  River,  Springfield, 
West  Groton,  West  Springfield,  Mass.; 
Rochester,  West  Henniker,  N.H.  and 
Brattleboro,  Vt.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  imderlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Chesapeake 
Corporatlcm  of  Virginia,  West  Point,  Va. 
Send  protests  to:  Robert  P.  Amerlne, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
278  Walnut  St.,  P.O,  Box  869,  Harris¬ 
burg.  Pa.  17108. 

No.  MC  138115  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
February  22,  1977,  AppUcant:  FRANK 
D.  CORBIN,  1308  Ambrose  Drive,  Win¬ 
chester,  Va.  22601.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  N.  Button,  1329 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Ha¬ 
gerstown,  Md.  21740.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Vncrated  louvers,  louvered 
penthouses  and  attachments  therefor, 
and  materials  (except  in  bulk),  used  in 
the  construction  and  installation  there¬ 
of,  between  points  in  Connecticut.  BU- 
nois,  Maryland.  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina. 
Texas,  Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  and  points  In  its  com¬ 
mercial  Bone,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 


tract  with  General  Commerce  Corpora¬ 
tion,  for  180  days.  AppUcant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETTA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  General  Commerce  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Summit  Office  Bldg.,  Room  609, 
8555  16th  St.,  Silver  Spring  Md.  20910. 
Send  protests  to:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  12th  &  Constitution  Ave., 
NW.,  Room  1413,  W,  C.  Hersman,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  138875  (Sub-No.  43TA),  filed 
February  25.  1977.  AppUcant:  SHOE¬ 
MAKER  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  11900 
Franklin  Road,  Boise.  Idaho  83705.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  F.  L.  Sigloh 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  and  processed 
foods  (except  products  in  bulk  and  meat 
packing  house  products,  etc.,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  I  to  Descriptions  to 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766),  from  the  plantsites  and  stor¬ 
age  faculties  of  Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc.,  at 
Ontario,  Oreg.;  Boise.  Burley.  Fruitland 
and  Nampa,  Idaho,  to  points  in  ’Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Louisiana,  Ohio,  Pennsylvar- 
nia.  New  York,  Massachusetts.  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  West  Virginia,  Virginia 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  imder- 
lyfiig  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc.,  Owyhee  Plaza, 
Boise,  Idaho  83701,  Send  protests  to: 
Barney  L.  Hardin,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  550 
W.  Fort  St.,  P.O.  Box  07,  Boise,  Idaho 
83724. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  198TA),  filed 
February  28, 1977.  AppUcant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1358,  1501  E. 
8th  St.,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin, 
1819  H  St..  NW..  Suite  1030,  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cleaning,  scouring  and  washing  com¬ 
pounds;  and  water  treating  compounds 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  faculties  of  Calgon  Corporation, 
located  at  or  near  Frisco,  Pa.,  to  Hay¬ 
ward  and  the  City  of  Industry,  Caltf.; 
New  Orleans,  La.:  Bayport  and  Houston, 
Tex.;  Bluefield,  W.  Va.,  and  Denver, 
Colo.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
CTalgon  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1346,  Pitts¬ 
burg,  Pa.  15230.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Suite  101  Lltwln 
Bldg.,  110  N.  Market,  Wichita,  Kans. 
67202. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  204TA),  filed 
March  1.  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  1358,  1501.E. 
8th  St.,  Liberal.  Kans.  67901.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1819 
H  St.  NW..  Suite  1030,  Washington.  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
IrregiUar  routes,  transporting:  Red  Clay 
pottery,  flower  pots  and  saucers,  from 
Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in  and  west  of 


North  Dakota.  South  Dakota,  Nebraska. 
Kansas,  Oklahoma  and  New  Mexico,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  CDP  Cor¬ 
poration,  P.O.  Box  125,  Houston,  Tex. 
77003.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Suite  101  Litwin  Bldg.,  110 
N.  Market,  Wichita,  Kans.  6702. 

No.  MC  141273  (Sub-No.  2TA).  filed 
March  1,  1977.  Applicant:  CARL  NEE- 
SAM,  Pardeeville,  Wis.  53954.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  A.  West- 
ley,  4506  Regent  St.,  Suite  100,  Madison. 
Wis.  53705.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Soy¬ 
bean  meal,  from  Red  Wing,  Minn.,  to  the 
faculties  of  Luxemburg  MUling  Co.,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Luxemburg,  Wis. ;  Shirley  Feed 
Mills,  at  or  near  De  Pere  and  Bear  Creek, 
Wis.;  Grand  River  Cooperative,  at  or 
near  Markesan,  Wis.;  Sunnyside  Feed 
Mill,  at  or  near  Portage.  Wis.;  Wyocena 
Farmers  Coop,  at  or  near  Wyocena,  Wis.; 
Shawano  County  Farmco  Cooperative,  at 
or  near  Bonduel.'Wls.;  H.  C.  Timm  Co., 
Inc.,  at  or  near  New  Holstein,  Malone  and 
Chilton,  Wis.;  Oconto  County  Farmco 
Cooperative,  at  or  near  Lena,  Wis.;  Door 
County  Cooperative,  at  or  near  Sturgeon 
Bay  and  ForestvUle,  Wis.;  Cooperative 
Services,  at  or  near  Denmark,  Wis.; 
Manchester  Peed  Mill,  at  or  near  Man¬ 
chester,  Wis. ;  Poy  Sippi  Farm  Supply,  at 
or  near  Poy  Sippi,  Wis.;  and  Berlin  Peed 
Service,  at  or  near  Berlin,  Wis.;  and  to 
the  farms  of  Roland  Mook,  at  or  near 
Pennimore,  Wis.,  and  Thomas  D.  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  at  or  near  MonteUo,  Wis.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  There  are  approximately  25  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  appli¬ 
cation.  which  may  be  examined  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  tiie  field  office 
named  below.  Send  protests  to:  Richard 
K.  Shullaw,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  139  W. 
Wilson  St..  Room  202,  Madison,  Wis. 
53703. 

No.  MC  141402  (Sub-No.  6TA),  filed 
March  1,  1977.  AppUcant:  LINCOLN 
FREIGHT  UNES,  INC..  Indiana  State 
Highway  32,  P.O.  Box  332,  Lapel,  Ind. 
46051.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alkl  £. 
Scopelitis,  815  Merchants  Bank  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Glass  containers  and  clo¬ 
sures.  caps,  covers  and  stoppers,  from 
the  plantsites  or  warehouses  of  the  Glass 
Containers  Corporation,  at  or  near  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Marlon  and  Gas  City,  Ind., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois,  Kentucky,  Ohio  and 
Michigan  (except  the  Upper  Peninsula) , 
imder  a  continuing  contract  with  Glass 
Containers  Corporation,  for  180  days. 
AppUcant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Glass 
Containers  Corporation.  1301  S.  Key- 
stoae  Ave.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46203.  Said 
protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District  Super- 
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visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commissicm,  343  W.  Wayne 
St,  Suite  113,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  141974  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
February  28,  1977.  Applicant:  HALL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC,,  240  High¬ 
land  Ave.,  Twin  Falls,  Idaho  83301.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Walker  and 
Kennedy,  P.O.  Box  23,  Twin  Falls.  Idaho 
83301,  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Acrolein, 
from  Bakersfield,  Calif.,  to  Moses  Lake, 
Wash.;  Hermiston,  Oreg.;  Nampa,  Idaho; 
Twin  Falls,  Idaho;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah; 
Denver,  Colo.;  Grand  Junction,  Colo.; 
Billings  and  Miles  City,  Mont.;  Casper 
and  Cheyenne,  Wyo.;  points  in  Nebraska 
and  Winnemucca,  Nev.,  under  a  CMitln- 
uing  contract  wlto  Magna  Corporation, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Magna  Corporation,  2434  Holmes 
Road.  Houston,  Tex.  77051.  Send  protests 
to:  Barney  L.  Hardin,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
550  W.  Fort  St.,  P.O.  Box  07,  Boise, 
Idaho  83724. 

No.  MC  142511  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
March  1,  1977.  Applicant:  ROGER  TIN- 
NEY,  doing  business  as  TTNNEY 
TRANSPORT,  Box  164,  Wlnnsboro,  Tex. 
75494.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mike 
Cotten,  P.O.  Box  1148,  Austin,  Tex.  78767. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicles,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  fer¬ 
tilizer,  in  bulk,  fr(Hn  Shreveport,  La.,  to 
points  in  Oklahoma  and  Texas,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Swift  Agricultural 
Chemicals  Corp.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  imderlylng  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Swift  Agricultural 


Chemicals  Corp.,  2501  N.  Klngshighway, 
E.  St.  Louis,  m.  62201.  Send  protests  to: 
Opal  M.  J(»es,  Transportation  Assistant. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1100 
Commerce  St.,  Room  13C12,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75242. 

No.  MC  142689  (Sub-No.  2TA).  filed 
March  1.  1977.  Applicant:  REM  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  INC.,  25036  Jackson  Ave., 
Long  Island  City,  N.Y.  11101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harold  Sacks,  19  W.  44th 
St.,  New  York,  N.Y.  10036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Film  and  sheeting  and 
chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsites  of  Tenneco  Chemicals,  at  Pis- 
cataway,  N.J..  to  points  in  Suffolk,  Mid¬ 
dlesex  and  Norfolk  Counties.  Mass.;  (2) 
Film  and  sheeting  and  chemicals  (except 
in  bulk) ,  fnxn  the  plantsites  of  Tenneco 
CTiemlcaJs,  at  Plscataway,  N.J.,  to  New 
York,  N.Y.;  Nassau  Coimty,  N.Y.;  Suffolk 
County,  N.Y.;  and  (3)  Film  and  sheeting 
and  chemicals,  and  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  manufacture,  dis¬ 
tribution  and  packaging  thereof,  (except 
in  bulk),  from  points  in  Norfolk  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  Mass.,  to  New  York. 
N.Y.;  Nassau  County.  N.Y.;  Suffolk 
County,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Middlesex, 
Passaic.  Essex  and  Union  Coimties,  N.J., 
imder  a  continuing  (xmtract  with  Ten¬ 
neco  Chemicals.  Inc.,  Plscataway,  N.J.. 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Ten¬ 
neco  Chemicals,  Inc.,  ’Turner  Place,  P.O, 
Box  365,  Plscataway,  N.J.  Send  protests 
to:  Marla  B.  Kejss,  ’Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York.  N.Y. 
10007. 

No.  MC  142912  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  JIMMY 
CROWDER  EXCAVA’TINO  k  LAND 
CLEARING.  INC.,  Route  4.  Box  475, 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  32301.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  'Thomas  F.  Paneblanco,  P.O. 


Box  1200,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32302.  Au- 
thwlty  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Clay,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  trucks,  from  points  in  Gadsden 
County,  Fla.,  to  the  plantsite  and  facili¬ 
ties  of  Engelhard  Minerals  and  (Chemi¬ 
cals  Corporation,  at  Attapulgus,  Ga.. 
under  a  ccmtinuing  contract  with  Engel¬ 
hard  Minerals  k  Chemicals  Corp.,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  im- 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Box  35008,  400 
W.  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

Passenger  Application 

No.  MC  67340  (Sub-No.  IOTA),  filed 
March  1,  1977.  Applicant:  RESORT  BUS 
LINES.  INC.,  1010  Nepperhan  Ave., 
Yonkers,  NY.  10703.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Samuel  V.  2Under,  98  Cutter 
Mill  Road,  Great  Neck,  N.Y.  11021.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  charter  operations,  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  Denver,  Colo.,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States. 
Restrlcticms:  (1)  to  students  accom¬ 
panied  by  tour  directors  of  chaperones 
and  their  baggage;  (2)  to  charter  opera¬ 
tions  which  are  subject  of  a  prlcx:  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air;  and  (3) 
to  charters  arranged  by  licensed  brokers 
of  student  or  tennage  tours,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  ’Trails  West,  92 
Middle  Neck  Road.  Great  Neck.  N.Y. 
11021.  Send  protests  to:  Marla  B.  Kejss, 
Transportation  Assistant.  Interstate 
commerce  Cixnmlssion.  26  Federal 
Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
feretory. 

(FR  Doc.77-8234  Piled  3-17-77;8:46  am] 
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